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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 





ESTABLISHED 1844. 





BONUS, 
Valuation made on very stringent basis. 


1889. 





Bonus declared equivalent on the average to an addition of 12s. cent. 
r annum on the sum assured, or 0 ee i SS 
muses. 
PREMIUM INCOME .... ... £186,842 
ASSETS ues as: mre ... £2,315,085 
EXPENSES OF MANAGEMENT £9,912 





Whole World Policies granted free of charge in most cases, 
Tapsed Policies Revived on very easy terms. 
= . 





Full information will be given on application to 
G. W. BERRIDGE, Actuary and Secretary. 


THE ANGLO-ARGENTINE BANK, LIMITED. 








AUTHORIZED CAPITAL, £ 1,000,000. 
SUBSCRIBED, /500,000. PAID-UP, 


With power to increase. 
HEAD OFFICE: 15, NICHOLAS LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


%250,000. 





Bankers—Messrs, MARTIN & CO. 
Offices at Buenos Ayres—486, PIEDAD. 


Deposits received at the London Office for fixed periods, at rates of interest to be 
ascertained on application. 

The present rates are 4} per cent. for one year, 5 per cent. for two or three years. 

Letters of Credit, Bills of Exchange, and Cable Transfers issued. 

Bills payable in the Argentine Republic negotiated, advanced upon, or sent for 


eat EDWARD ARTHUR, Aanager. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED OVER HALF CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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SECURE, 


TOTAL ASSETS, £2,372,277. 





TRUSTEES, 
The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY, The Lord Chancellor, 
The Right Hon, Lord COLERIDGE, The Lord Chief Justice, 
The Hon, Mr, Justice KEKEWICH. 
Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.C., D.C.L. 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Eeq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Eaq. 





Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. 











VOL. XXXIV., No. 43. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, AUGUST 23, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE near that a project is on foot for consolidating certain 
Acts of Parliament relating to the Supreme Court of Judicature 
other than the Judicature Acts proper. Upwards of fifty 
statutes prescribing the qualifications, duties, salaries, and 
pensions of judges and officers, and also fees and expenses, are 
to be repealed and re-enacted in a comparatively short Act. 











On Wepyespay ast, the first day of the Vacation Sittings, 
Mr. Justice Lawrance had before him a list of no less than 
forty-five cases. But by sitting until a quarter five the 
learned judge was able to dispose of the whole of the namber, 





Tue tist of actions from which those to be transferred to Mr. 
Justice Kexewicu will be taken is now posted in Room 136 of 
the Royal Courts of Justice. But it will be removed on Monday, 
the 25th inst., after which day no objection to the transfer can 
be entertained. 


Last WEEK we printed the rule which has already been issued 
by the Rule Committee of the Judges, providing for the entry 
of motions for a new trial in the Court of Appeal, under the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1890. That Act received the 
Royal assent on Thursday of last week, and has now been issued by 
the Queen’s printers as cap. 44 of the session. In view of the 
importance of the change in procedure which is effected by this 
statute, our readers will be to have before them at once the 
two material sections (1 and 2). 

“1. From and after the commencement of this Act [defined in 
section 7 as the 24th of October, 1890] every motion for a 
new trial, or to set aside a verdict, finding, or judgment, in any 
cause or matter in the High Court in which there has been a 
trial thereof, or of any issue therein with a jury shall be heard 
and determined by the Court of Appeal, not by a divisional 
court of the High Court: Provided al that such motions 
~ be heard y~ determined nr not less than three judges 
of the Court of Ap sitting t er, 

“This section rea extend to every such motion of which 
notice may have been given, whether before or after the passing 
of this Act, but which has not been heard before the commence- 
ment of this Act. 

“9. Every motion for eee in any such cause ; r matter 
shall be heard and determined by the judge before whom such 
trial with a jury took place, and not by a divisional court, 
unless it be impossible or inconvenient that such judge should 
act, in which case such motion shall be heard and determined by 
some other judge to be nominated by the President of the Divi- 
sion to which the cause or matter belongs.” 


ee 





Tue prcmon of One, J, in Re a (which is 
reported on page 719) involves a strict, possibly a too strict, 
construction of section 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
43 
















According to this (sub-section (1)), an attachment of a 
debt due to a bankrupt is only protected in the event of the 
attachiment having been completed before the date of the 
receiving order, and before notice of bankruptcy proceedings or 
of the commission of an available act of bankruptcy ; and sub- 
section (2) says that the attachment of the debt is completed by 
receipt of the debt. Inthe above case a sum of £79 was due to 
the bankrupt from the Ealing Local Board, and a garnishee 
order nisi to attach the debt had been obtained by a creditor. 
On August 8, 1889, it was arranged between the clerk to the 
local board and the creditor’s solicitor that the order should be 
made absolute on condition that the creditor should not enforce 
it till October 3. The reason was that the board had risen for 
the vacation, and there was no means of drawing a cheque. 
The clerk, however, stated that in the meantime the board would 
hold the money for the creditor. What was his authority for 
making the statement does not appear, and in the result Cave, 
J., held that the point was immaterial. The attachment could 
only be protected by receipt of the money, and he considered 
that this must be an actual and not merely a constructive receipt. 
Under section 95 (3) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, no specific 
definition was given of the completion of an attachment. It 
was merely said that, like an execution, it must be executed by 
seizure and sale ; and this omission gave rise to discussion in Er 
parte Pillers (17 Ch. D. 653), with the result that it was held by 
the Court of Appeal that, in an attachment, the only proceeding 
analogous to seizure and sale was actual receipt of the debt. 
“*T am of opinion,” said Lusu, L.J., “that the only equivalent 
for an actual sale of goods which will satisfy the words of the 
Act in the case of a garnishee order is an actual receipt of the 
attached debt by the garnishor.”’ When, then, after this, the 
Bankruptcy Act of 1883 expressly provided that attachment was 
to be deemed to be completed by receipt, there was considerable 
ground for holding that nothing short of an actual receipt would 
suffice ; and this seems to have been done in Butler v. Wearing 
(17 Q. B. D. 182) by Manisry, J., whose decision Cave, J., pro- 
fessed to follow. It may be noticed, however, that the facts 
there were much less favourable to the garnishor than in Re 
Trehearne. There had been no admission of the garnishor’s title 
by the garnishee. On the contrary, there was a third person 
claiming the money, and the garnishee had paid it into court. 
In no sense, pending a decision on the title to it, could this be 
regarded as a receipt by the garnishor. But in Re 7rchearne the 
circumstances were very different. The garnishor’s title was not 
disputed, and, assuming the clerk to have had the necessary 
authority, there was a distinct intention on the part of the board 
no longer to hold the money for themselves, but for the 
garnishor. Had it been a question of goods, this would have 
been equivalent to delivery of possession, and, apart from the 
question of the creation of a trust, it might not unreasonably have 
been considered as having a similar effect with regard to the 
money. Possibly the learned judge is open to the “censure 
implied in the maxim “ gui haret in literd haret in cortice,” the 
avoidance of which Lvsn, L.J., assigned as the ground of his 
judgment in Ex parte Pillers. 





Tue precision of the Court of Appeal (Lord Esner, M.R., 
and Lixpiey and Lores, L.JJ.) in Llobhs & Co. v. Hudson & Co. 
(38 W.R. 682), affirming the decision of a divisional court 
(GuasTuam and Cuanrys, JJ., ibid., p. 639), makes still clearer 
the distinction between actions merely to enforce civil rights, 
in which interrogatories may be administered, and penal actions, 
in which this privilege is not allowed. Where the action is 
brought by a common informer there can be no doubt upon the 
matter. Under the old practice a demurrer was allowed in 
Orme ¥. Crockford (1% Price, 376) to a bill of discovery filed in aid 
A an action to recover treble the value of amounts won at play, 
Avexasprn, ©.B., pointing out that the defendant was entitled 
to refuse to answer questions which might tend to subject him 
to penalties, and that it would be monstrous to give an informer 
the advantage of discovery in an action for such penalties 
brought for his own benefit. In Martin y. Treecher (16Q. B.D. 
S07) the question arose whether any difference had been made 
in this respect by R. 8. C., 188%, ord. 31, r. 1, which confers on 


issue interrogatries to the opposite party; and it was held by 
the Court of Appeal that it had not. 


Aug. 23, 1890. 





The plaintiff in that case, 
too, was a common informer, and the considerations which had 
influenced the decision in Orme v. Crockford were thought to be 
still applicable. Where, however, the amount sued for, although 
it has the appearance of being a peralty, is nevertheless really a 
compensation for the violation of a private right, and the plain- 
tiff is the person aggrieved, then, as appears from Adams y, 
Batley (35 W. R. 487, 18 Q. B. D. 625), the result is different. 
There the action was brought to recover the sum of 40s,, 
imposed by 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 15, s. 2, upon an “offender” who 
infringes dramatic copyright; and it was held that this was 
meant as liquidated damages, and not as a penalty. Hence it 
seems to have been thought that the rule in question might 
be restricted to the case of a common informer, and that, con- 
sequently, wherever the plaintiff is the person actually 
aggrieved, the usual permission to administer interrogatories 
should be granted. But, of course, the sole question is whether 
the sum sued for is, in fact, a penalty, and the position of the 
person suing for it is immaterial. This was pointed out in Jones 
v. Jones (37 W. R. 479), where an action for pound-breach and 
rescue, claiming treble damages, was held to be penal; and that 
decision has now been approved in J/obbs § Co. v. Hudson § Co, 
In this case the action was brought by the landlord, under 11 
Geo..2, c. 19, s. 3, to recover double the value of goods fraudu- 
lently removed in order to avoid a distress, and any doubt as te 
whether this was in the nature of a penalty was removed by the 
fact that it was recoverable, not only from the tenant, but also 
from any person aiding or abetting him. 


Tue case oF Atkinson v. Bradford Third Equitable Benefit 
Building Society (38 W.R. 630) is an illustration of the rule that, 
where a cause of action does not accrue to the estate of an 
intestate till after his death, the Statute of Limitations only begins 
to run when administration is taken out. In Stanford's case, 
mentioned in Saffyn v. Adams (Cro. Jac. 61), and Cary v. Stephen- 
son (Salk. 421), this was put upon the ground that till the grant 
of administration no one has any title. These cases were affirmed 
in Murray v. East India Co. (5 B. & Ald., at p. 214), where it was 
also said that, independently of authority, no cause of action 
could be held to exist unless there was a person capable of 
suing. Since, then, the statute 21 Jac. 1, c. 16, s. 3, enacts that 
actions upon the case; &c., shall be brought within six year 
next after the cause of such actions, and not after, it follows that 
time does not begin to run until there is an administrator, 
With an executor it is different, inasmuch as his title dates from 
the death of the testator ; and in most instances, also, the incon- 


with regard to an administrator is avoided by the doctrine of 
relation. According to this his title is deemed to relate back to 
wrongful acts committed between the death and the grant so that 
he may sue in respect of them. In Thorpe v. Smallwood (5 Man. & 
Gr. 760) an action was allowed on a trespass, and in Moster vy. Bates 
(12 M. & W. 226) for the price of goods sold by an agent after 
the intestate’s death. Waehnan v. Sturgis (13 Q. B. 552), too, 
shows that this doctrine will expose anyone who meddles with the 
estate, although innocently, to an action at the suit of the admin- 
istrator. But, so far as concerns the Statute of Limitations, the 
anomaly that the cause of action accrues only upon the appoint 
ment of the administrator is strictly enforced, except, indeed, in 
matters affecting real estate, with regard to which it was abolished 
by section 6 of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27. In the present case notice 
had been given to withdraw a sum of money deposited with the 
defendants, In accordance with their rules it would become 
payable on the 14th of January, 1879, on application by the 
depositor. On that day the depositor die without having made 
any application, but two days later someone, apparently without 
any title, claimed and received the money. ‘The depositor had 
died intestate, and administration was not taken out til the 3rd of 
May, 1889, and on the 18th of the same month the present action 
was brought to recover the amount, It was held that no cause of 
action accrued to the deceased in his lifetime; and consequently, #6 
far as the statute was concerned, the ten yearsintervening between 
his death and the grant of administration went for nothing, 





¢ither party power, by the leave of the court or a judge, to 





The rule is a good one enough for those who are interested im 





venience that would arise from a strict application of the theory q 
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the estates of intestates, but it obviously presses very unfairly 
upon debtors. 





AN INTERESTING PoInT was decided by Currry, J., in Re Tunno, 
Raikes v. Raikes (38 W. R. 636) with regard to the manner in 
which a residuary legatee takes a lapsed legacy. A bequest of 
jewels and ornaments had been made to trustees, with directions 
to sell for the best price obtainable, and thereout to pay two 
legacies, one of £600, the other of £700. There was no gift of 
the surplus sale moneys. In the result the articles sold for 
£900, but the gift of £700 failed. The question then arose 
whether the legacy of £600 was to be paid in full, and the 
balance only to the residuary legatee, or whether the £900 was 
to be divided in the ratio of six to seven, and each legatee, 
specific and residuary, was to take an abated share. Some 
authority for the latter course was afforded by Page v. Leaping- 
well (18 Ves. 463), where there was a similar direction to sell 
estates, but the price was not to be less than £10,000, and 
after gifts of specific amounts, altogether £7,800, the overplus 
moneys were given to A. and B. The estates were actually sold 
for £7,000, and so A. and B. would have been quite cut out had 
it not been held that this was equivalent to a specific gift to 
them of £2,200, and therefore that the £7,000 must be divided 
accordingly. There was, in fact, a gift to each legatee of an aliquot 
part of the sum obtained proportionate to the amounts mentioned. 
In the present case, however, no hint was given as to the sum 
which ought to be obtained, and therefore there was no reason 
for restricting the legacy which took effect to an aliquot part 
only of the price. Moreover, no interest. in this was given 
specifically to the residuary legatee. ‘‘It has long been 
settled,” it was said in Cambridge v. Rous (8 Ves. 25), ‘that a 
residuary bequest of personal estate carries not only everything 
not disposed of, but everything which in the event turns out not 
to be disposed of.” This rule is sufficiently comprehensive in 
favour of the residuary legatee, and there seems to be no reason 
to go beyond its terms. In the present case £600 of the price 
had in fact been disposed of, and the remainder was all that the 
residuary legatee could properly claim. . 


TuE DirricuLty of carrying into immediate effect the intention 
of parties frequently leads to an unfortunate, but apparently un- 
avoidable, frustration of them. In Re George, Francis v. Bruce 
(38 W. R. 617) a testator who had bequeathed to his niece the 
sum of £6,000 had also lent her £2,000, which was secured by 
her promissory note. By a codicil to his will he recited this 
loan, and directed that if the money was still owing at his 
decease it should be deducted from the legacy. The money 
remained unpaid, and on his deathbed he desired, to forgive the 
debt. At his direction search was made for the note with a view 
to its destruction, but it could not be found; and thereupon the 
nurse wrote down and signed a memorandum of his desire that 
the document when found should be destroyed. For this to be 
effectual it was necessary for it to satisfy the requirements of 
section 62 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, since by section 
89 the provisions of the Act apply, with the necessary modifica- 
tions, to promissory notes. At the common law, of course, an 
executed contract can only be discharged by release under seal, 
or by payment. But bills of exchange have always been subject 
tothe law merchant; and by this, in accordance with the rule 

merally recognized in countries where the civil law prevails, a 

ebt may be discharged by express words, although unaccom- 

ee by satisfaction or by any solemn instrument: Foster vy. 

wher (6M, & W., at p. 852), The above section, however, 
steers a middle course, and requires the renunciation of a bill of 
exchange to be in writing unless it is delivered up to the 
teceptor. The renunciation, moreover, must be made at or after 
maturity, and must be absolute and unconditional, In the 
_ instance it was said that the note, being payable on 

azand only, had not matured; but on this point Norton vy. 

Bllam was followed as a clear authority that such an instrument 
is at maturity as soon as made, The only substantial question, 

erefore, was whether there was an absolute and unconditional 
tenunciation in writing ; and it was held, reasonably enough, 
Whether such a renuncia- 


is silent, and on which Currry, J., refrained from expressing any 
opinion. But it is clear that the document must at least contain 
a renunciation ; and a mere expression of a wish which, if carried 
out, would have a similar effect, cannot be regarded as complying 
with the terms of the statute. 





ON THE 171TH SECTION OF THE STATUTE OF 
FRAUDS. 


I. 
Introductory Remarks. 
By the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3) it is provided :— 


Section 17.—‘‘ That from and after the said four-and-twentieth day of June 
(a.D. 1677), no contract for the sale of any , Wares, or merchandizes, 
for the price of £10 or upwards, shall be allowed to be good, except the 
buyer s accept ; of the goods so sold, and actually receive the same, 


or give something in earnest to bind the bargain, or in payment, or 
that some note or memorandum in writing of the said en be made 


and signed by the ies to be charged by such contract, or their agents 
Gases lawfully authorized.” é 7 

In the revised edition of the statute this section is num- 
bered 16. 

Evidence of contract and of compliance with statute distinguished — 
There is an important distinction between evidence of the exist- 
ence of a contract and evidence of compliance with the statute. 
If a contract is reduced into writing and signed by both parties, 
the statute has no application. If, on the other hand, you prove 
the existence of a parol contract of the nature mentioned in the 
section, you cannot enforce it unless the requirements of the sec- 
tion are satisfied. But the section does not render the contract 
void: see per Erez, J., Sievewright v. Archibald (17 Q. B., at p. 
107). 5 

Executory agreements.—There used to be some doubt whether 
the section applied to executory agreements for the sale of goods 
—i., to agreements which, though good between the parties 
themselves, did not transfer the property or right of possession 
in the goods, as distinguished from “a bargain and sale of 
goods,” which had the effect of immediately transferring the 
property in the goods to the purchaser. In order to put a stop 
to this doubt it was enacted by Lord Tenterden’s Act (9 Geo. 4, 
ec. 14) :— ¥ 

Section 7.—‘ That the said enactment (i.¢., the Statute of Frauds) shall 
extend to all contracts for the sale of goods of the value of £10 and up- 
wards, notwithstanding the goods may be intended to be delivered at some 
future time, or may not at the time of such contract be actually made, 
procured, or provided, or fit or ready for delivery, or some act may be 
requisite for the making or completing thereof, or rendering the same fit 
for delivery.”’ 

This statute must be construed together with the 17th section 
of the Statute of Frauds: Harman v. Reeve (18 C. B. 587). 

‘< Goods,” meaning of —‘* Goods, wares, and merchandizes ” 
clearly, according to the common usage of mankind, include 
every description of movable chattel; even if it be a thing to 
be made, as a coat, or a set of artificial teeth: Zee v. Griffe (1 
B. & 8. 272). There are some cases in which it is extremely 
difficult to say whether the contract is for the sale of goods or to 
do certain work. The typical cases given in the books are where 
an author employs a printer to print a book, the printer finding 
the materials (Clay v. Yates, 1 H. & N. 73), or where a client 
employs a solicitor to draw a deed on parchment belonging to 
the solicitor. There are two manners of looking at these cases. 
It has (perhaps rightly) been suggested that it would be an 
abuse of language to speak of the contract as being one for the 
sale of goods ; it has also been observed by Stepney, J., and Sir 
F, Pottock (1 Law Quarterly Review, 10) that in these cases 
neither the book when printed nor the deed when drawn isthe 
absolute property of the printer or solicitor—the author or client 
has such a right of property as would enable him to restrain the 
—— from selling the book to a stranger or the solicitor from 
destroying the deed. Assuming the latter to be the correct view, 
the question whether the contract is for the sale of goods, so as 
to be within the section, or to do work, depends upon the 
further question whether, when the work is completed, the 
buyer or employer has, ¢pse fete, without anything else being 


done, some right of property in the thing; if he has, the thing 





tion must be signed by the holder is a point on which the section 





is not “goods” within the section, 
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Where the thing is to be made and attached to the land, or to 
an existing chattel belonging to the purchaser, the contract is 
rather one for the improvement of the land or chattel than for a 
sale of goods, and does not fall within the section: Clark v. 
Bulmer (11 Mee. & Wels. 243), Anglo-Egyptian Navigation Co. v. 
Rennie (L. R. 10 C. P. 271). 

Suggested rule—In the common case of A. contracting with 
B. for the sale of a thing to be made by A. out of his own 
materials, it will be observed that when the thing is completed 
the property does not pass to B. till something more is done. If 
a tailor contracts to make a coat for you he can, if he thinks fit, 
sell it to another at any time after it is finished and before he has 
done anything to vest the property in you; the coat belongs to 
the tailor when it is finished. On the other hand, if the thing is 
to be made out of the materials of the purchaser, or if, though the 
material belongs to the person who is to do the work, the very 
fact of the thing being made, as in the case of the book, or in 
the case of additions being made to the purchaser’s chattel, vests 
some right of property in the purchaser, it is impossible to say 
that the “‘ goods” belong to the person who does the work, and 
therefore the contract is not one for ‘‘sale of goods ” within the 
section. 

Things attached to the land.—It is sometimes said that where the 
thing sold is something growing on the land it is ‘‘ goods” if it is 
to be severed immediately either by the seller or buyer, but that it 
is not “ goods ” if it is to remain on the land so that the purchaser 
will have the benefit of its further growth. But the test suggested 
by Mr. Benjamin (see Benj. on Sales, 115 e¢ seg.) appears to be 
correct —namely, that if the thing is to be transferred to the 
purchaser before severance—i.c., before it becomes a chattel 
—it is not “‘ goods”; and that if it is not to be transferred till 
after severance—i.c., after the thing become a chattel—it is 
“‘ goods.” The rule as laid down by Mr. Benjamin, when supple- 
mented by the rule that fructus industriales, as distinguished 
from the natural growth of the soil, are chattels even before 
severance, and that therefore they are always ‘‘goods”’ within the 
meaning of the section, appears to cover all the cases: Jfarshall 
v. Green (1 C. P. D. 35), Waddington v. Bristow (2 Bos. & Pul. 
834), Erans v. Roberts (5 B. & C. 829), Jones v. Flint (10 Ad. & Fl. 
753), Rodiell vy. Phillipps (9 M. & W. 501), Carrington v. Roots 
(2 M. & W. 248), Scorell y. Borall (1 Y. & Jer. 396). 

Tenants’ fixtures are not “ goods” within the section—at all 
events, where they are sold to the landlord: JZallen v. Runder 
(1 Cr. M. & R. 266), Lee vy. Gaskell (1 Q. B. D. 700). They may 
possibly be held to be ‘“ goods” if they are sold to a person who 
is to take them away immediately, but there is no authority on 
this question. 

Choses in action.—* Goods” does not include choses in action 
of any nature, whether shares in a company (JZumber v. Mitchell, 
11 Ad. & El. 205; Duncuft v. Albrecht, 12 Sim. 189; and 
Iatham v. Barber, 6 T. R. 67 ), stocks (Heseltine v. Siggers, 1 Ex. 
856), or of any other nature. 

Of the ralue of £10.—TIf by the same contract several things 
are sold at different prices, the price of each thing being less 
than £10, but the aggregate price exceeding £10, the contract 
is within the section: Baldey v. Parker (2 B. & C. 37). But 
purchases of different lots at an auction are several contracts : 
Emerson vy. Heelis (2 Taunt. 38). A contract for the sale of 
goods (worth £10) and other things at an entire price (ZZarman 
v. Reere, 18 C. B. 587), or for the sale of goods of unascertained 
value at the time of sale, which turn out to be worth more 
than £10 ( Watts vy. Friend, 10 B. & C. 446) is within the section. 


THE ATTORNMENT CLAUSE IN MORTGAGES. 
IT. 
As we have already pointed out, the attornment clause has two 
objects. Its primary object is to create the relationship of 
landlord and tenant between the mortgagee and the mortgagor ; 
it has also the secondary object of enabling the mortgagee to 
distrain for the rent reserved. These two objects appear to be 
separable. It is possible in a common lease for the lessor to 


undertake not to distrain for the rent. 
It will also be observed that the attornment clause is only 
turned into a bill of sale as regards “the personal chattels seised or 





taken’ under the distress. It appears to be settled law that 
the attornment clause creates the relationship of landlord ang 
tenant so as to allow the mortgagee to recover possession of 
the land under Ord. 3, r. 6: Danbuz v. Lavington (13 Q. B. D, 
347), Hall v. Comfort (18 Q. B. D. 11), and Mumford v. Collier 
(25 Q. B. D. 279), in each of which cases there was a power to 
the mortgagee to enter and determine the tenancy without 
notice. It should be remarked that, independently of these 
decisions, the order expressly applies to a tenant whose “ term 
has expired,” and that, therefore, it appears to be unnecessary 
that the clause should (in order to enable proceedings to he 
taken under Ord. 3, r. 6) contain any provisions as to deter. 
mining the tenancy by notice, as the mere fact of taking pro- 
ceedings to recover possession amounts to “entry” within the 
meaning of the clause. 

The inexperienced practitioner should perhaps be warned 
that he ought not to advise a mortgagee, without some very 
strong reason, to take proceedings to recover the land from the 
mortgagor, as on the former succeeding in his action he will be 
in the very serious position of mortgagee in possession, with 
a liability to account accordingly. Perhaps the only case where 
this is the proper course is when the security is so far in- 
sufficient that there is no probability, even if the mortgagee is 
charged in his accounts with an unfairly high rent for the 
property of which he takes possession, of its ever being worth 
the while of the mortgagor to redeem. Generally, the better 
plan is to bring an action for foreclosure. 

The question whether it is possible to seize anything for rent 
which is not a personal chattel within the meaning of the 
Bills of Sale Acts is one of very great difficulty. Assuming 
this to be possible, the attornment clause appears to be void in 
respect of chattels seized which are ‘“ personal chattels,” and to 
be valid with respect to all other chattels seized. 

The meaning of the proviso at the end of the section is not 
quite clear, owing to the ambiguity of the phrase “‘ mortgagee 
in possession.” ‘This phrase is generally used to mean a mort 
gagee who has entered into possession in such a manner as te 
render himself liable to account for the rents and profits which he 
has or which he might, except for his wilful default, have 
received ; as to which see Chaplin v. Young (33 Bea. 330), Par. 
kinson v. Ilanbury (2 E. & I. App. 1), and JZughes v. William 
(12 Ves. 493). But it may coats be interpreted to mean 4 
mortgagee who has the mere legal seisin. Srernen, J., appear 
to have held the latter view, as he was inclined to think that 
the common attornment clause was a lease “ by a mortgagee it 
possession ” within the meaning of the section: ZZall v. Comfort 
(18 Q. B. D., at p. 16). 

We have very little doubt that the phrase “ mortgagee i 
possession ’’ is used in its technical meaning ; since, if that is not 
the case, ahnost every mortgagee who takes the legal estate would 
be a ‘mortgagee in possession” as having the legal seisim 
We say “almost every mortgagee,” for it must be remembered 
that, although every mortgagee who takes the fee by virtue of 
the Statute of Uses has seisin—.c., possession—still, if, as in the 
more common case at the present day, the conveyance is to the 
mortgagee to hold “unto and to the use of the mortgagee and 
his heirs,” he is in at common law, not by virtue of the statute 
(Elph. N. & C. Interp. 267), and it may be a question whether 
he acquires anything more than a right of entry. It is, how 
ever, obvious that if the attornment clause is inserted, the 
mortgagor would be estopped from denying the seisin of the 
mortgagee ; and it is prowess clear that in this case the tenancy 
created by that clause was not created by a mortgagee in posse® 
sion, for at the moment when he created it he had neither legal 
seisin nor de facto possession. 

If it is really intended by a mortgagee to avail himself of 
the proviso at the end of the section, he must actually 
take possession; he must turn the mortgagor out. In other 
words, the mortgagee must acquire de facto possession ; and it 
must be remembered that if the mortgage is drawn in the com- 
mon form he cannot, without the consent of the mortgagor, 
lawfully acquire possession till default is made: Ke part 
Fletcher (5 Ch. D, 809). Probably, where the mortgagee takes 
possession with the intention of immediately demising # 
the mortgagor, the possession would not be regarded as posse 
sion within the meaning of the proviso, because it would not be 
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de facto possession if any servant of the mortgagor remained on 
the property. If this view is correct, there will not be many 
cases in which the proviso will come into operation. 

The practical conclusions to which we have arrived are the 
following :— 

1. That there is no objection to inserting the attornment 
clause in a mortgage ; 

2. That if the clause is inserted the mortgagee can at any 
time recover the land by special indorsement under Ord. 3, 


r. 6; 

3. That it is doubtful whether it is possible to seize anything 
by a distress under the clause ; and, lastly, 

4, That a mortgagee cannot avail himself of the protection of 
the proviso without actually taking possession of the land. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitor? Journal.) 


Sir,—Can any of my professional brethren inform me the authority 
by which the county councils appear in police courts by persons not 
being solicitors, barristers, or the persons making the information on 
which — is granted; and whether solicitors in the employ of the 
councils who have not taken out their annual certificates are entitled 
to be heard ¥ 

I know there is statutory authority enabling the Treasury to 
appear by its officers. A Soxicrror. 

Aug. 16. 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re HEMINGWAY, JAMES -. DAWSON—Kay, J., 5th August. 
Witt—Annurry—Constreuction—‘* Wrrnout Leaving Curmpren.”’ 


The question in this case was whether the words “ without leaving 
children ”’ in a will, occurring in a gift over of an annuity upon the death 
of the annuitant, should be construed literally, or as meaning ‘‘ without 
having had children.’’ The testator, after giving several annuities, 
including one to his daughter Lucy, directed that after the decease of any 
annuitant, his or her annuity should be paid half-yearly (during the 
existence of a lease of certain premises at Cardiff) to and amongst such of 
his or her children as being a son or sons should attain twenty-one years, 
or being a daughter or daughters should attain that age or marry, in equal 
shares, and in the event of there being but one such child should be 

yable and paid to such only child. And in the event of the death of 

is daughter Lucy or of the other annuitants, ‘‘ without leaving any such 
child as last aforesaid respectively,’ the testator gave the annuity or 
annuities to other persons. Lucy died without leaving any child, but she 
had had a child who attained twenty-one and died in her lifetime. 

Kay, J., said the question was whether he should depart from the literal 
meaning of the words of the will, and read “leaving”? as meaning 
“having.’’ There were cases in which ‘leaving’? had been construed as 
meaning ‘‘ having’’—-namely, where children had been given a vested in- 
terest in a capital sum, and the court would not take away such vested 
interest. An annuity, however, imported the notion of personal benefit 
to the person who was to enjoy it, and was different from a lump sum. 
The annuities were charged on leasehold premises at Cardiff, and the 
testator directed that such premises should not be sold, clearly meaning 
that the rents and profits were the income from which the annuities were 
to be paid. There was no direct gift to children. The words ‘‘ payable 
and paid,’’ coupled with the fact that the subject of the bequest was an 
annuity which could not be capitalized, pointed to the intention of making 
a personal provision for Lucy, and after her decease a provision 
for her child or children, during a icular interval of time, out of the 
income. Therefore, as the child died in Lucy’s lifetime there was no 
child to whom the annuity could be paid, and the annuity failed upon Lucy’s 
death. That was, in his lordship’s opinion, what the testator meant, and 
therefore the representative of that child took nothing:—Counset, Theobald ; 
W. H. Gover. Sorscrrons, Cunlifiis § Davenport, for Heitzman, Cardiff ; 
Williams & Hill, for H. Heard, Cardiff. 


BAKER & SONS +. RAWSON BROTHERS—North, J., 5th August. 


Trapg-mank—Reotstration—Rererrrcatton or Reersrer—Reerstratron 
ONTAINED BY MISKEPRESENTATION wrrnovt Fravup—TRADE-MARK CON- 
SISTING IN PART OF Device common to Trape—-“‘ Person Aaqoritven”’ 
—~Trave-Manrks Reartstratton Act, 1875, ss. 5, 10—Parents, Dearens, 
anpd Trape-Marks Act, 1883, as. 64, 74, 76. 


This action was brought claiming an injunction to restrain the defend- 
ants from infringing two registered trade-marks of the plaintiffs, No. 
7,883 and No. 1,285 8, or either of them. The trade-mark No. 7,883 was 
registered under the Trade-Marks Act of 1875 on May 29, 1877, in 
nl of the clisses of goods 5, 7, and 12. The other mark wis 
registered under the Trade-Marks Act of 1883, off February 23, 1888. 





The first trade-mark was a lighthouse on a rock, enclosed in two con- 
centric circles, there being between the circles at the part the letters 
“J. B. and §.,’’ and at the lower part the date “‘ 1837,” that being the 
date at which the plaintiffs’ firm was established. The second mark con- 
sisted of a label w which the other trade-mark was printed. The 
defendants alleged that the plaintiffs were not entitled to be registered for 
the mark No. 7,883, because the device of two circles was common to the 
trade. The defendants also alleged that the registration of the other mark 
was invalid, because it had been obtained by means of an untrue state- 
ment that the mark had been used for up’ of ten years before August 
3, 1875, this not being the fact. The defendants applied by motion to rec- 
tify the register by expunging therefrom the mark No. 7,883, or so much 
thereof as consi of two circles, or by adding a note that the device’vf 
two circles was common to the trade, and also asking that the register might 
be rectified by expunging therefrom the other mark, on the grounds above 
mentioned. The defendants had used as a trade-mark the device of a 
cross between two wings, called a winged cross, and this mark was regis- 
tered in January, 1877, in class 12. They had in ice surrounded this 
mark with two concentric circles, and had recently placed between the 
circles the letters ‘‘R. B. 8.” (which were said to mean ‘‘ Rawson Brothers, 
Sheffield ’’) and the figures ‘‘ 1877,”’ that being the date of the foundation 
of their firm. 


Nortn, J., granted the defendants’ application to expunge the registra- 
tion of the plaintiffs’ second trade-mark or label. He said that the state- 
ment that the label had been in use for ten years before 1875 was untrue. 
The trade-mark part of it was never used before that date, and the rest 
of the label was first used in 1870. By such a misstatement both the 
registrar and the public were deceived. The registrar was prevented 
thereby from properly exercising the discretion which the Act gave him, 
there being a great distinction in the Act between old marks (i.¢., marks 
in use before August 13, 1875) and new marks (i.e., marks first used after 
that date). And as to the public, — to the registration was dis- 
armed, because in the case of an old mark an opponent would have to 
prove that the mark had been used by three other persons at least. It 
was argued that the Act imposed no punishment for this. In his lordship’s 
opinion, when registration of a mark in a public register had been obtained 
by misrepresentation, the court was bound to remove the mark from the 
register, and he thought there was ample jurisdiction under section 90 of 
the Act of 1883. The defendants were persons ‘* aggrieved ’’ by the entry 
on the register, because an action for infringement was brought against 
them. His lordship accepted the explanation of the plaintiffs that the 
misstatement was made without any intention to deceive, but through a 
mistake. But this shewed extreme negligence and carelessness. As to 
the defendants’ application to expunge the plaintiffs’ first trade-mark, 
the court was asked either to expunge the whole trade-mark or to expunge 
the two circles, or to add a note that the two circles were common to the 
trade. It was said on behalf of the plaintiffs that the application could 
not be considered at all, because section 76 of the Act of 1883 said that 
after the expiration of five years the registration was to be conclusive 
evidence of the right of the person registered to the exclusive use of the 
trade-mark. It was, however, well settled by Re Palmer (21 Ch. D. 49), 
Re Leonard § Ellis (26 Ch. D. 288), Edwards v. Dennis (30 Ch. D. 454), and 
Wood v. Lambert (32 Ch. D. 247), that this did not apply to a case in which 
the trade-mark was one which never should have nm registered at all. 
It was said that those cases were decided under section 5 of the Act of 1875, 
which had been repealed, and that the words of that section were not to be 
found in section 90 of the Act of 1883. His lordship thought that the words 
of section 90 were large enough, and, moreover, Wragg (29 Ch. D. 551) 
was decided under the Act of 1883. It was said that in the cases men- 
tioned the whole of the mark had been in common use, and that they were 
not authorities for taking a mark off the register because part of it had 
been commonly used. His lordship did not think this criticism was 
accurate, and, moreover, the question was whether the mark was properly 
on the register; if not, it t not to be left standing unexpunged or 
uncorrected, whatever might be the particular reason why its registration 
in that form was improper. The next question was, whether the trade- 
mark could properly be registered under the Act of 1875. Section 10 of 
that Act provided that, for the pv of that Act, a trade-mark should 
consist of certain essential particulars, including a distinctive device or 
mark, to which there might be added any letters, words, or figures, or 
combination of letters, words, or figures. The defendants said that the 
whole device must be distinctive, and that a com; device, made up of 
a mark which by itself was, or might be, inctive, combined with 
another mark in common use in the trade, and which, therefore, could not 
distinguish the goods of one firm from those of another, was not a device 
which could be registered under the Act of 1875 (under which no part of a 
registered mark could be disclaimed). In support of this argument refer- 
ence was made to the alteration in the law made by the Act of 1883, the 
64th section of which enacted that a trade-mark must consist of or contain 
at least one of the certain essential ulars, which were “‘a 
distinctive device or mark *’ ; and the 74th section of h provided that 
a trade-mark might be registered if it contained some distinctive device, 
mark, &c., which was made by the Act an essential particular, coupled 
with some feature common to the trade, provided that the right to the 
exclusive use of such common feature were disc’ . That was how his 
lordship read section 74, though it was not very clearly expressed. The 
defendants said that, t an applicant could under the Act of 1883 
register a trade-mark t p Ae part of common materials, provided he 
disclaimed all right to the exclusive use of such common matters, this was 
not so under the Act of 1875. The plaintiffs said that the prt By of the 
lighthouse within the two circles was a distinctive device, and that the 
addition thereto of the letters and “J. B. and S., 1837,” was 


expressly authorized by the Act, and not the less so because circles without 
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the lighthouse were in common use. In his lordship’s opinion Orr Ewing v. 
The Registrar of Trade-Marks (8 Ch. D. 794, 4 App. Cas. 479) indicated the 
course which he ought to take. In that case the House of Lords did not 
reject an application to register certain labels because they contained some 
matter which was not distinctive, but directed the registrar to proceed 
with the application to register as trade-marks some distinctive devices of 
animals on the labels, with the name and address of the firm. When the 
plaintiffs applied to the registrar he allowed the mark to be registered as 
it now stood. Of course the registrar was not familiar with all the marks 
in common use in every trade, and he could only act upon the materials 
before him; and the application having been duly advertised, and no one 
opposing, he, as a matter of course, allowed the registration. If he had 
known what the court knew now he would have refused the application, 
so far as it related to the circles; and the registration was, therefore, 
improper, though through no fault of the registrar. Under section 90 
there was jurisdiction to expunge or vary that entry. This merely applied 
to the registration of the mark in class 12. The defendants’ application 
extended to the registration in classes 5 and 7 also; but as to those classes 
they failed entirely, for they were not registered in either of those classes, 
and therefore were not ‘‘ parties aggrieved ’’ within section 90. And there 
was not any evidence that two circles were in common use in the trade in 
articles falling within those classes. If his lordship were to expunge the 
plaintiffs’ trade-mark entirely, there was nothing proved which would 
prevent their applying at once for, and obtaining, the new registration 
thereof, minus the circles. He could not leave the mark as it now stood. 
He quite concurred in the observation of Pearson, J., in Re Wragg, that, 
so long as that mark remained on the register as at present, it apparently 
gave the plaintiffs the exclusive right to use it; it would enable them, if 
they were minded to do what was unjust and fraudulent, to terrify other 
persons by informing them that they had no right to use circles which 
were common to the trade, because the plaintiffs had improperly registered 
them as their own. He did not mean to suggest that the plaintiffs had 
done anything fraudulent or, to their knowledge, unjust; but he could 
not leave the mark as it stood in class 12. Full justice would be done by 
acceding to that part of the defendants’ motion which asked that the 
register of trade-marks might be rectified by adding a note, that so much 
of the plaintiffs’ trade-mark as consisted of the device of two circles was 
common to the trade, the note being limited to class 12 only. With 
regard to the action, his lordship said that there was great similarity 
between the defendants’ labels and those of the plaintiffs’, But he was 
satisfied from the evidence that the defendants had no intention to deceive, 
and that their labels were not copied from those of the plaintiffs. As to 
the trade-mark, the most doubtful part of the case was the use by the 
defendants of the letters ‘‘R. B.S.,’’ and the date ‘1877,’ between the 
circles, which they did not begin till 1885. But, upon the evidence, his 
lordship was satisfied that they did not commence the use of those letters 
and figures with the intention of imitating the plaintiffs’ trade-mark. 
Still, if it was proved that the use of the defendants’ label would deceive, 
the continued use of it by them would be fraudulent. The evidence on 
this point was very vague, and his lordship was not satisfied that the 
defendants’ labels would deceive. Moreover, no actual case of deception 
had been proved. It was not necessary to prove actual deception ; but, 
when the evidence of probability of deception was doubtful, it was an 
important circumstance that no actual case of deception had been proved. 
His lordship would, therefore, accept an undertaking which the defendants 
had in their defence offered to give, that they would not in the future use 
“R. B. 8., 1877,” between the two circles when surrounding their trade- 
mark. The action would be dismissed.—Covnsei, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and 
Hatfield Green; Napier Higgins, Q.C., Moulton, Q.C., and John Cutler. 
Souicrtonrs, F. A. & A. ©. Doyle; McKenna & Co. 

Re BRYANT & MAY'S TRADE-MARK—North, J., 


7th August. 





Trape-mank — Reoistration — “ Distinctive Device ’’ — CompinaTIon or 
PARTICULARS IN Common Use—Patents, Destens, anp Trape-Marks Act, 
1883, s. 64—Patexts, Desions, ayp Trape-Marxs Act, 1888 (51 & 52 | 
Vict. c. 50), s. 10. 


This was an appeal from the refusal of the Comptroller of Trade-Marks 
to proceed with the registration of a trade-mark on the application of 
Mesers. Bryant & May, match manufacturers. The registration was 
opposed by Bell & Co., rival match manufacturers. 
not intended to be used in England, but only in Spain and Spanish 
colonies. The trade-mark consisted of I 


placed upon boxes containing matches. At the top of the label was a 


The trade-mark was | 


a yellow label intended to be | 


10 of {the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888, Section 64, 
as altered by section 10, provides that, “‘for the purposes of the Act, a 
trade-mark must consist of or contain at least one of the following 
essential particulars (inter alia) :—‘‘ A distinctive device, mark, brand, 
heading, label, or ticket.’ It was urged that, though none of the 
elements of the label per se could be said to be a distinctive device, the 
label, as a whole, was ‘‘a distinctive label.”? The comptroller was of 
opinion that Orr Ewing v. The Registrar of Trade-Marks (4 App. Cas. 479) 
shewed that it was necessary, for the purpose of determining whether a 
label was distinctive, to ascertain whether it contained one or more of the 
essential particulars required by the Act; and, applying that test, he was 
of opinion that the label sought to be registered contained none of the 
essential particulars required, and could not be registered. 

Nortu, J., affirmed the decision. He said that the name of the appli- 
cants on the label was not printed, impressed, or woven in any distinctive 
manner so as to form a good subject for a trade-mark, and none of the other 
words came within section 64 (c) ; and the only question was, whether the 
label as a whole came within section 64 (c). Such a representation of a 
medal as the label contained was commonly used in connection with trade- 
marks. In his opinion the comptroller was right in holding that the label 
did not contain any of the essential particulars enumerated in section 64 (c), 
and in refusing the application. —CounsgL, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C.,and Carpmael ; 
Bousfield ; Ingle Joyce. Sorxcrrons, Wilson, Bristowes, § Carpmael; Ingle, 
Cooper, §& Holmes ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
REG. v. SOUTTER—‘th August. 


Vestry—Qvo Wanrranto—E ection or VEsTRYMAN—OccUPATION—SUPFPI- 
crency or OccupaTtion—Metrorouts Loca, ManaGement Act, 1855, s. 6. 

Rule calling on Francis William Soutter to shew cause why an informa- 
tion in the nature of a quo warranto should not be exhibited against him to 
shew by what authority he claims to exercise the office or franchise of a 
vestryman for Ward No. 4 in the parish of St. Mary Magdalene, Ber- 
mondsey, in the county of Surrey. The ground upon which the rule was 
obtained was, that the said Francis William Soutter was not qualified to 
act as vestryman for the said ward, as he is not rated or assessed to the 
relief of the poor of the said parish upon a rental of not less than £25 per 
annum of premises of which he is the bond fide occupier. This rule was 
obtained at the instance of John A. Shand under the following circum- 
stances: There were three vacancies in the office of vestryman for the 
above parish, and on the 14th of May, 1890, an election was held to fill 
these vacancies, and the result of the poll was that Mr. Soutter was at the 
head of the poll, and Mr. Shand, who had been a retiring vestryman, was 
the fourth in the list, and was, therefore, the first unsuccessful candidate. 
Mr. Shand, who was himself duly qualified to be elected as a vestryman, 
objected to the election of Mr. Soutter upon the ground that he was not 
duly qualified to act as a vestryman by reason of his not being rated to 
the extent of £25 a year, as required by section 6 of the Metropolis Local 
Management Act, 1855, which provides that: ‘‘ The vestry elected under 
this Act in any parish shall consist of persons rated or assessed to the re- 
lief of the poor upon a rental of not less than £40 per annum ; and no per- 
son shall be capable of acting or being elected as one of such vestry for 
any parish unless he is the occupier of a house, lands, tenements, or 
hereditaments in such parish, and be rated or assessed as aforesaid upon 
such rental as aforesaid within such parish, provided always that in any 
parish in which the number of poor rate assessments at £40 or upwards 
does not exceed one-sixth of the wholenumber of suchassessmentsit shall not 
be necessary, inorder to qualify a person to be a vestryman, thatthe amount 
of rental on which he is rated or assessed as aforesaid exceed £25 ; provided 
also, that the joint occupation of any such premises as aforesaid, anda joint 
rating in respect thereof, shall be sufficient to qualify each joint occupier 
in case the amount of rental on which all such occupiers are jointly rated 
will, when divided by the number of occupiers, give for each such occupier 
a sum not less than the amount hereinbefore required.’’ In the present 
case an assessment of £25 was sufficient. Mr. Soutter occupied a house 
for which he was rated at £19, and he also was secretary of a certain club, 
and he was jointly rated with another person in respect of the club 
premises at £55. In his affidavit he stated that from 8 a.m. to 6 p.m. he 
had the exclusive use of the ground and first floors of the club premises 
and carried on his business there. An objection was made that the 


representation of the obverse and reverse of a prize medal placed side by side, | occupation of the club premises was not such an occupation by him that 


surmounted by crowns. The words ‘‘ Medalla de Oro” 
beneath and half round the medal; below that were the words “‘ Ex- 
ion Universal de 
were the words “‘Bryant & May, Royal Wax Vestas, London.” 
whole was surrounded by lines ; 
and there were various printers’ embellishmentson the label. Messrs. Bryant 
& May had obtained a gold medal at the Barcelona Exhibition, 1888 ; and 
they said that their object in seeking to obtain registration in this country 
of their new label was that they might be assisted in obtaining in Spain 
by means of an ancillary registration there, protection against imitators 
who sold matches in that country with very similar labels, some of which 
bore the name of Bryant & May. In the application for registration it 
was stated that “the essential particulars of the applicants’ trade-mark 
is ‘Bryant & May’; they do not claim any right to the exclusive use of 
the added matter.” The qnestion was, whether the label could 
be said to consist of or contain one or more of the essential 
for a new trade-mark as provided by section 64 of 


particulars 
the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, as amended by section 


the various parts were separated by lines, | 


were in a scroll | he would be entitled to add it to his other rating of £19 a year, so as to 


make up the total rating to £25 a year. On this ground a rule for an 


sarcelona”’; and on the lower part of the label | information in the nature of a quo warranto was obtained, as it was said 
The | that he was not legally qualified under the 6th section, as he was not the 


occupier of a house, lands, tenements, or hereditaments within the parish 
to the rateable value of £25 per annum. In sheyjng cause against the 
rule, two points were raised: in the ftrst place, that a quo warranto will 
not lie to question the validity of the appointment of a vestryman; 
that a quo warranto only applied in the case of a public body or officer 
created by charter or under an Act of Parliament (Darley vy. The Queen, 12 
Cl. & F. 520), and not to a body like a vestry, which was not created by 
statute, but was an old common law institution. In the second place, it 
was urged that Mr. Soutter’s rateability was sufficient, as he was rated for 
his house which he occupied at £19 per annum, which was not disputed, 
and he was also rated in respect of the club at an amount which would 
make the total over £25 per annum as required by section 6. In support 
of the rule it was contended that a quo warranto was the proper remedy in 
such a case; that it applied to vestries as public bodies, which now 
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depended upon statute and not upon the common law, and that this very 
election took place under the provisions of a statute ; that the office of vestry- 
man is an office created by statute ; and that, therefore, guo warranto applies to 
the case of vestries, as it does to the case of a town councillor or of poor- 
law guardians. It was also said that Mr. Soutter was not an ‘‘ occupier ”’ 
of the club premises, he was a mere licensee ; to be an occupier within the 
section a person must have exclusive occupation, which Mr. Soutter here 
had not, as he only occupied from 8 a.m. to 6 p.m. 

With regard to the first point, as to whether quo warranto applied, 
GrantHaM, J., said, I think very strongly that this is a case where quo 
warranto applies ; and Po.iock, B., said, I think so too, and I think it the 
most convenient form to raise the question. 

With regard to the question as to the sufficiency of the occupation, 
Pottock, B., said: Mr. Soutter does not occupy and is not rated as occupier 
in respect of these (the club) premises at all. His occupation is of a duplex 
character ; he occupies as the secretary of this club, and the premises are used 
entirely by the club ; in so far as he occupies, it is not his occupation, for 
he occupies only as the secretary of the club. The distinction always observed 
in these cases is this, does he occupy by himself or merely as a servant, 
such asa coachman ora gamekeeper? He was allowed by the club to occupy 
these premises from eight in the morning till six in the evening, and with 
regard to these premises he was not an ‘‘ occupier,’’ he was a mere licensee. 
It seems to me, therefore, that with regard to that occupation he does not 
come within the section, and I think that this rule should be made absolute. 
GranTHAM, J., said: I am of the same opinion. It is quite clear that the 
occupation was an occupation as.secretary of the club, and not an occupation 
by itself. Mr. Soutter is not an occupier and is not rated to a sufficient 
amount, and therefore this rule must be made absolute. -Rule absolute.— 
CounseL, Cluer ; Lynden Bell. Soxtcrrors, Henry N. Philcox; R. H. Ward. 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ex parte THE BOARD OF TRADE, Re NICHOLSON—Q. B. Div., 
8th August. 


sankRUPTCY—Devrautting TrusteE—AppiicaTion to Commit—INTEREsT 
oN MoNEYs IMPROPERLY RETAINED—Costs—Destors Act, 1869, s. 4— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 74, sun-sectron (6)—Pxactice. 


This was an application by the Board of Trade for the committal to 
prison of one Henry Harker, who formerly acted as trustee in the bank- 
ruptey, for non-compliance with two previous orders of the court, by which 
he was directed to pay into the Bankruptcy Estates Account at the Bank of 
England certain sums of money. The amount owing by the trustee was 
£66 17s. 3d., of which £18 9s. 11d. was for interest, at the rate of twenty 
per cent., chargeable under section 74, sub-section (6), of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, upon certain moneys improperly retained in his hands. That 
section provides that ‘‘if a trustee at any time retains for more than ten 
days a sum exceeding £50, or such other amount as the Board of ‘Trade in 
any particular case authorize him to retain, then, unless he explains the 
retention to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade, he shall pay interest on 
the amount so retained in excess at the rate of £20 per centum per annum, 
and shall have no claim for remuneration, and may be removed from his 
office by the Board of Trade, and shall be liable to pay any expenses 
occasioned by reason of his default.’’ The balance of £48 7s. 4d. was for 
the costs of the Board of Trade in respect of the previous motions which 
had been made to the court. In support of the application it was con- 
tended that the court had clearly power to commit the trustee for non- 
payment of the sum due for interest, it being a default in payment of a 
sum of money in the nature of a penalty. It was admitted, however, that 
as to the other amount a question might arise, defaulfin the payment of 
taxed costs not being one of the exceptions mentioned in section 4 of the 
Debtors Act, 1869, under which a debtor could be attached. On behalf of 
the trustee it was submitted that all moneys actually received by him in 
the bankruptcy had been made good, and that, the present application 
being made in respect of interest at an excessive rate on moneys which 
the trustee had retained in his hands longer than he ought to have done, 
the court ought not to make an order of committal, at any rate without 
proof of the debtor’s means. 


Cayr, J., said that, as regarded the amount due for costs, the procedure 
ought to be by debtor’s summons. There was no doubt, however, that the 
sum of £18 9s, 11d. due for interest was a payment in the nature of a 
penalty, and that the court had jurisdiction to commit the trustee for not 
paying. The only question was, whether that jurisdiction ought to be 
exercised. In the present case, in addition to the £18 9s. 11d., there was 
the other sum due for costs which the trustee had not paid, and for which 
he could not be committed on the present application. The most con- 
venient course would be, therefore, that the whole case should be brought 
before the court on a judgment debtor’s summons. The court would leave 
the Board of Trade to take out a judgment summons, and to make an 
application to commit on that. The court could do all that was necessary 
in respect of punishing the trustee, if he were deserving of punishment, 
under a judgment summons, because, if he were found to be absolutely 
without means, it would not feel disposed to send him to prison for non- 
payment of this penalty.—Counses, Mair Mackenzie; F.C. Willis, Sout 
crrons, The Solicitor to the Board of Trade; M. Bennett. 


‘Ev parte CHIEF OFFICIAL RECEIVER, kv TREHEARNE—(. B. Div., 


lith August. 


Bankuveroey—-Payment avren Recerving Oxper—Paror AGREEMENT To 


Pay—Rrowr or Trvster to Mongy Paro—Banxrvrtey Act, 1883, s. 4), 
An important decision was given in this case, which was an application 





by the official receiver against the Ealing Local Board for an order to pay 
over the sum of £78 due from the local board to the bankrupt prior to the 
receiving order, and which, after the receiving order, had been paid to a 
third party. On April 11, 1888, the bankrupt entered into a contract 
with the Ealing Local Board under which, in 1889, a sum of money be- 
came due to him. A judgment had been recovered by Messrs. Fardell & 
Co. against the bankrupt for £78 ; and on August 2, 1889, a garnishee order 
nisi was obtained by them attaching the debt due from the Ealing Local 
Board. On August 8, 1889, the garnishee order nisi came on for hearing, 
when it was arranged between the clerk to the local boardand the solicitors 
for Messrs. Fardell & Co. that the order should be made absolute provided 
that Messrs. Fardell & Co. would not enforce it before October 3, 1889, in 
consideration of which the clerk agreed that the local board should hold the 
£78 on behalf of Messrs. Fardell & Co. and at their disposal, and hand 
the money over on October 3 then next. The reason for this arrangement 
was stated to be that the local board had risen for the vacation and no 
cheque could be drawn until after October 2, as there would be no meet- 
ing of the finance committee or of the board until then. On September 
6, 1889, a receiving order was made against the bankrupt, upon which 
adjudication followed ; but on or about October 3, 1889, the Ealing Local 
Board sent a cheque for the £78 to Messrs. Fardell & Co., and this sum the 
official receiver now sought to recover from the local board. 

Cave, J., allowed the application. His lordship said that it was con- 
tended by the official receiver that under section 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, he was entitled to this sum of money. That section provided that 
where a creditor had issued execution against the goods or lands of a 
debtor, or had attached any debt due to him, he should not be entitled to 
retain the benefit of the execution or attachment against the trustee in 
bankruptcy of the debtor unless he had completed the execution or 
attachment before the date of the receiving order, and before notice of the 
presentation of any gees ed petition by or against the debtor, or of 
the commission of any available act of bankruptcy by the debtor. It was 
further provided that an execution against was completed by seizure 
and sale; sn attachment of a debt was completed by receipt of the debt ; 
and an execution against land was completed by seizure, or, in the case of 
an equitable interest, by the appointment of a receiver. It was contended 
that there had been in this case no receipt of the debt within the section. 
The case was heard on April 28, and stood over for evidence to be given as 
to the authority of the clerk to bind the local board. No evidence to that 
effect had been produced, but its absence was really immaterial, and the 
result would be the same if the arrangement had been come to with the 
local board itself. The case of Butler v. Wearing (17 Q. B. D. 182) decided 
that the receipt must be an actual one, and that a constructive receipt 
would not do. That was a decision of a most learned and careful judge, 
whose loss the whole profession still deeply deplored (Manisty, J.). The 
reasoning in that case applied to the present one, and judgment must be 
for the official receiver.—CounseL, Muir Mackenzie; Clayton. Soxictrors, 
The Solicitor to the Board of Trade; Pilley. 


~ 





Before the Vacation Judge. 
SAVAGE v. STRAKER—20th August. 


Soiicrror—Insunction—NVISANCE—VIBRATION OF PrintrnG MACHINES oN 
ADJOINING PREMISES—APPLICATION TO RESTRAIN WORKING. 


An application was made in this case by Mr. T. J. Savage, a solicitor 
carrying on business at 57, Ludgate-hill, to restrain Messrs. Straker, 
printers and stationers, from working certain printing machines on their 
premises in such a manner as to be a nuisance to the plaintiff, who resided 
next door. At Midsummer last Mr. Savage took two rooms on the first 
floor of 57, Ludgate-hill, choosing the back room as his own office by 
reason of its supposed quiet. The adjacent premises, No. 55, were occu- 
ee by Messrs. Straker, the room adjoining that of the plaintiff being used 
or printing purposes. It was alleged by the plaintiff that the vibration 
and noise from the machinery rendered it impossible for him to conduct his 
work properly, and he asked by this action an abatement of the nuisance. 
On behalf of the defendant it was contended that the machines in question 
had been in use for eight years, and no previous complaint had been made, 
though it was admitted that the rooms now occupied by the plaintift had 
not during that time been used as offices. It was also stated that, in 
order to construct a lift upon the premises, one of the machines had been 
temporarily moved nearer to the party-wall, which caused it to be more 
plainly heard, but that it had now been replaced in its former position, 
and felt had been put under the feet of all machines in the room, five 
in number. 

Lawrance, J., said that the defendant would probably find some means 
of putting an end to the nuisance. The injunction for would be 
granted in the terms of the notice of motion, restraining the defendant 
until the trial of the action from working the printing machines in such a 
manner as to be a nuisance to the plaintiff.—Counse., Merten, Q.C., and 
Cababé ; Duncan, Sorrcrrons, T. J. Savage ; Keen, Rogers, & Co. 


Re THE YORKSHIRE AERATED BREAD AND RESTAURANT ©O. 
(LIMITED)—20th August. 


Wrsprse = ce— Crevrror— Perrrrox— Scnsnacent Resoivrres 
to Wixp vr Voicntariry. 

This was a petition presented by Dr. J, Foulerton, a creditor, for a 
winding-up ae in respect of the above company, and for the appoint- 
ment of a provisional liquidator. Since the petition was presented, 
a meeting had been held, at which it was agreed to wind up the company 
vobantanity, Dr. Foulerton being appointed to act as liquidator; and it was 
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stated that in such case the ordinary practice was to order that the volun- 
tary winding up be carried on under the supervision of the court, and 
that the petitioner would be quite content with that order. This course 
Was opposed by two dissenting shareholders, who contended that a com- 
pulsory winding-up order should be made, and that the conduct of the 
petition should be given to them, it being alleged that the object of the 
petitioner in presenting his petition was to prevent these two shareholders 
from themselves presenting a petition which must have been successful. 

Lawrance, J., said that the proper order seemed to be that the winding 
up should be carried on under the supervision of the court.—CovnseL, 
Millar, Q.C., and Herbert Brown; Marten, Q.C., and Mansfield ; Tanner ; 
«Ashton Cross. Soxicrrons, R. Bartram ; Oldfields § Co. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re WEBB, Ex parte COLLINS—Worcester County Court, 31st July. 
Bankruptcy—Prererence—So.icitor’s Costs—Banxrvptcy Act, 1883, s. 


The bankrupt, J. 8S. Webb, had carried on business as a grocer for some 
years at Ledbury, and had for a period of about two years consulted 
Messrs. J. & B. Mutlow, solicitors, of Ledbury and Birmingham. In April, 
1890, being unable to meet his liabilities, he consulted Messrs. Mutlow, on 
or about the 11th day of the month, and was advised by them to call a 
meeting of his creditors. A circular was prepared at the instance of Messrs. 
Mutlow, and sent out on the 10th of May; and a meeting of creditors was 
held on the 15th of May, at which a composition of 7s. 6d. in the pound 
was offered and refused. A subsequent offer of 10s. in the pound was made, 
but fell through by reason of insufficient guarantee. On the 16th of May, 
the next day, Webb was pressed for money by a clerk of Messrs. Mutlow, 
and paid him a sum of £5. On the 27th of May he paid Messrs. Mutlowa 
sum of £40, and took a receipt from them. No detailed bill of costs was 
ever delivered to him, but a bill was afterwards delivered to the official 
receiver, at his request. On the 28th of May Webb, who had previously, 
with the knowledge and by the advice of Messrs. Mutlow, had an interview 
with the official receiver, with a view of filing his petition, filed a petition 
in bankruptcy, and was adjudicated bankrupt. At the public examination 
of the bankrupt, where he was represented by Messrs. Mutlow, who did 
not examine or cross-examine him, he gave evidence as to the facts before 
stated, and said that he paid Messrs. Mutlow, thinking they ought to be 
= first and on the understanding that they would help him with the 

mkruptcy proceedings. He also made an affidavit to the like effect, 
which was used on the hearing of the motions; and he was examined and 
cross-examined. Messrs. Mutlow did not offer any evidence. The other 
payment, the subject of the second motion, was made to Mr. Hodges, an 
auctioneer. The bankrupt, some days before the 15th of May, had 
instructed Hodges to make a valuation and inventory of his effects, to be 
made, az he alleged, for the purpose of the private meeting of creditors. 
On the 24th of May he paid Hodges ten guineas. Hodges was acquainted 
with the bankrupt’s financial position to a considerable extent, had gone 
with him to the official receiver before he filed his petition, and was one of 
the guarantors of the proposed -cheme of composition. No inventory or 
valuation was delivered by Hodges to the trustee, or to the official receiver, 
and the trustee sold the assets of the bankrupt by public auction, with- 
out the use of such inventory in any way. W. H. Quarrell (barrister), 
instructed by 8. G. NV. Spofforth, for the motions, argued that the payments 
were wholly void under section 48 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 4. J. 
Beauchamp, for Mex=rs. Mutlow, cited Re Sinclair (15 Q. V3. D. 616), and 
contended that the payments were properly made in carrying through the 
bankruptcy proceedings. (¢. W. Bentley, for Hodges, argued that the 
payment to Hodges was good, and made expressly for the purposes of the 
creditors’ meeting. Qvarrell, in reply, cited Re Spackman (34 Soracrrons’ 
Jocnsat, 438, 24 Q. B.D. 728), and Re Skegg (W.N., 1890, p. 142). 

Hts Hoxovn (Judge Sir RK. Kerrie) made an order that the three 
sams of £40, £5. and £10 10s. should be repaid, ax improperly paid and 
void, the sum to be repaid to the trustee on the day following the next sit- 
ting of the court in bankruptcy ; no order as to costs, liberty to the trastee 
to move as tothe costs at the next sitting of the court, upon affidavit shew- 
ing that proper «teps had been taken to recover the said sums. 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 

We quote the following from the Dubin correspondent of the Times : 
Intelligence reached Dublin to-day (August 18) of the death of the Right 
Hom. Lord Justice Nawn, which took place last evening at Ems, where he 
Was saying for the benefit of hiv health. He had been suffering for «ome 
months from Bright's disease, which it was hoped would be mitigated by 
the German baths, and after remaining dnaall for « considerable time he 
returned apparently much improved: but about a fortnight ago, the 
disease having taken renewed hold of him, he again left Dublin and pro- 
ceeded to Ems. The change, however, was of no avail. The news of his« 
death has been received with sincere regret. He was very highly esteemed, 
net, only by the members of the bench and bar, bat by citizens of all claswes 
who had an opportunity of knowing hiv kindly disposition and his quict, 
tmacsuming manner. The Lord Justice wax a «am of the late Mr. Carrol 
Naish, of Valiscnlien, connty Limerick, and was born in 1441. He was 
efncated at the University of Dublin, and was called to the bar in 1465. 





Ins 1280 he was made « Queen's Counsel, and received the appointment of | legacy in the will, but M. Mahé claimed the £5,000, on the ground that 


law adviser to Dublin Castle. At the general election in that year he con. 
tested Mallow, but was defeated by Mr. W. O’Brien. On the promotion 
of Mr. Johnson to the bench and of Mr. Porter to be Attorney-General in his 
place, Mr. Naish became Solicitor-General, and on the elevation of Mr, 
Porter to the Mastership of the Rolls he succeeded to the office of Attorney. 
General. On the death of Sir Edward Sullivan, in 1885, Mr. Naish was 
appointed to the highest place on the judicial bench as Lord Chancellor, 
but the government of Mr. Gladstone having been defeated his retention 
of the office was brief, and he was succeeded by Lord Ashbourne in 1886, 
He returned to the Chancellorship, but only held it a few months, when 
Mr. Gladstone’s Government was again overturned. He then became 
Lord Justice of Appeal, an office for which he was eminently fitted by his 
calm, clear judgment and his high legal attainments. He was not an 
effective nisi prius advocate, but had a very large business at the bar. He 
was a member of the Educational Endowments Commission, and directed 
much attention to its duties until his health broke down. He was a mem. 
ber of the: Roman Catholic Church and a Liberal in politics, of broad 
views and conciliatory bearing. 





APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Henry Jesse Catiey, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. Francis & 
Calley), of No. 9, Austin-friars, Broad-street, London, has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoLUTIONs. 

Cuartes Cuamprox, Cuartes Gonte Cuampron, and Exnest R. Cuan. 
Pion, solicitors (Champion & Sons), 17, Ironmonger-lane, London, E.C., 
and Eastbourne and Hailsham, Sussex, so far as regards Charles 
Champion. Dec. 31. The business will be carried on by Charles Goble 
Champion and Ernest Robert Champion under the same style as hereto- 
fore. 

Grorce Netson Emer and Joun Heatu Stvupps, solicitors (Emmet, 
Son, & Stubbs), 14, Bloomsbut'y-square, London. Aug. 12. 

[ Gazette, Aug. 15. 

Francis Donson Lownpves, Epwarp Lewis Luoyp, and CHartes Henry 
Hittox, solicitors (Lowndes, Lloyd, & Hilton), Liverpool, so far as 
regards Francis Dobson Lowndes. Aug. 14. Edward Lewis Lloyd and 
Charles Henry Hilton will continue to carry on the business under the 
same style as heretofore. 

Hesny Harr Myers and Wiii1am Garpner Faxner, solicitors (Myers, 
Falkner, & Co.), 2, Gresham-buildings, Basinghall-street, London. Aug. 1. 

[ Gazette, Aug. 19. 





GENERAL. 

Sir Richard Webster, the Attorney-General, has gone to Scotland, 
where he will be the guest of Mr. Sidebottom, M.P., at his seat in Suther- 
landshire. 

Sir Edward Clarke, the Solicitor-General, left town on Monday last for 
his country residence, Thorticote, near Staines, Middlesex. 


On Wednesday afternoon a man, whose linen and papers were marked 
‘*W. 1. Stakes,”’ fell in a fainting fit in the Vacation Court at the Royal 
Courts of Justice, and was removed to a private room, where he died. Dr. 
Towers Smith, of 81, Chancery-lane, was quickly in attendance, and said 
that death was due to heart disease. 

In the City of London Court on Wednesday last, August 20, before Mr. 
0. B. C. Harrison, sitting as deputy for Mr. Commissioner Kerr, the case 
of Rice y. Horn was heard, in which the plaintiff, Mr. Charles A. Rice, 
47, Leadenhall-street, E.C., sought to recover the sum of £14 13s. 4d., due 
under a promissory note from the defendant, Mr. William C. Horn, a clerk 
in the Grand Trunk Railway Co.’« office, of Dashwood-house, E.C., for 
money lent. Mr. Wildey Wright, counsel for the plaintiff, said his client 
was a bill discounter. The defendant being in want of money signed a 
promissory note for £10, and upon that this action was brought, the 
balance being for interest. The defendant said when he signed the bill he 
did not read the whole of it. It was a bill for £10 for a month, but he 
only received £8 10s. at the time the loan was granted, and because he had 
not paid within three or four months he was now charged £14 13. 4d., or 
nearly 200 per cent. for the three months. The plaintiff said the whole 
of the promissory note was read over to the defendant before he signed it. The 
defendant said that was not so. He now found that if he did not pay 
the £10 within the month he was charged jd. per week per 1s. 
He did not read the whole of the bill because the plaintiff was 
in a hurry and he was very much in want of the money. He thought 
the 30s. which was deducted when he got the £8 10s. would have been 
enough to have renewed the bill for three months. The deputy judge 
said no doubt the interest was large, but the usury laws were abolished 
now and a man might charge what he liked. If people would be so foolish 
as to sign documents without reading the contents, they invariably suf- 
fered. How the defendant could have set up such a rubbishing defence 
he could not understand. There must be judgment for the plaintiff for 
the full amount. 

According to the Daily Telegraph the Civil Tribunal at Nantes has been 
called upon to decide a curious testamentary document, A rich merchant, 
long before his death, wrote a letter toa M. Mahé, who was a great 
favourite with him, in which he used the words, ‘‘ At my death T leave 
you £5,000." When the merchant died there was no mention of this 
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the words used were not ‘‘I will leave you,’’ but ‘‘I leave you.’’ The 
court admitted this plea to be valid, and allowed M. Mahé’s claim against 
the estate. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGES. 

Krex—Wiitan.—Aug. 20, at Hanley Castle, Worcestershire, Arthur T. Keen, B.A., of the 
Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, eldest son of Arthur K J.P., of Sandyford, Edg- 
baston, to poy ee by eldest daughter of Henry Willan. Ae P., of I ley Castle. 

Suortt—Scorr. —Aug. 19, at St. John’s Episcopal , Edinburgh, Edward Shortt, of 
the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to Belle, second d denier of the late A. G. Scott, of 
Glasgow and Valparaiso, and of Mrs. Scott, of eae me Edinburgh. 


SuurTawarre—Stirniinc.—Aug. 18, at All Saints’ Church, Bournemou! th, Baynes W. 
Smurthwaite, solicitor, of 43, “Bedford-row, toCharlotte Lillias, third daughter of Richard 
Stirling, of Cheltenham 


Tuornton— RAyNeEs. —Au 14, at St. Mary the Less, Cambri Robert Lawrence 
Thornton, of ti <4 Lodge Surbiton-hill, and 5, Essex-court, ‘em le, son of Robert 
Thornton, J.P., Framfield, Hi th Sheriff of Sussex, to C otte, youngest 
daughter of the ee ‘William Raynes, Fellow and Tutor of Clare College, Cambridge. 

DEATH. 

Crossmax.—Aug. 5, at Friezewood, Olveston, George Danvers Crossman, solicitor, of 

Thornbury, Gloucestershire, aged 60. 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitrep 1x CHANCERY. 

Bristot Juixt Srock Fears pi reditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hemy 
Caleb Trapnell, 1, Royal Insurance bldgx, Bristol Monday, Oct 27, at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

FixayciaL Wor.ip, Linrrep—Kay, J, has, by an order dated July 28, appointed Lionel 

y Lemon, 4, King st, Chea side, to be official liquidator 

Hert, Mayvor, & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented 14, directed to be 

h before Lawrance, J, on Wednesday, Aug 27 Smiles & Co, Butte rd row, solors for 


petner 
Santa Ana SLATE ANp Stas Quarry Co, Limrrep—By an order made by North, dated 
Aug 5, it was ordered that the company be wound up Courtenay & Co, ston FR st, 
solors for petners 
Sr ANDARD Portianp Cement Co, Lisitrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Tansley 
Witt, 40, Chan lane Wednesday, Oct 29, at 12.30, is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims 
Tue Brrxennead Ano District Omyipus axp Carriage Co, er jog Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Oct 1, to send their names and addresses, and th rticulars of their 
debts 6 or claims, to William David Shimmin, 8, Palace chmbrs, Vi ic st, Liverpool 
Ayrton & Co, Liverpool, solors for liquidator 
Tue Vouta Evecrrican ‘o, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before es 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, ¢ Thomas 
Browett, Sandon Engine W orks, Salford, Manchester 
WANzER, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented —_ 14, directed to be heard before 
the Vacation Judge on Aug 27. Munns & Longden, Old Jewry, solors for petners 


Wiiuias Hesevtixe & Sox, Liurev—Stirling, J, has, by an order dated Aug 8, appointed 
George White, 14, Old Jewry chmbrs, to bee official liquidator Creditors are required, on 
or before Oct 15, to send their names and addresses, the 


and Pie teeke of their debts or 
claims, to the above Wednesday, Nov 12, at 12, is appointed for h and adjudicat- 
ing upon the debts and claims 
Usioorep is CHanxcery. 

Seconp WoLvernAmpron AND South Starrorpsuire Permaxext Beyxerit Burnpixe Axp 
IxyestmuENT Socrety—Petn - winding up, presented Aug 12, directed to be heard 
before Lawrance, J, on Aug 27 Harris, Furnival’s inn, agent for Willcock, Wolver- 
hampton, solor for petner 

London Gazette—Tvrspay, August 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep i CHancery. 


Damant & Co., Limrren.—Petition for winding up, presented J directed to be heard 
before “hitty, J., on Saturday, Oct 25 Trinders & Co., Corn solors for the ee 

Fraser, Grant, & Co., Limitep.—Creditors are = uired, on or "before Sept 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, te B. B. Smith, 
48, King William st, London Irvine & Co, solors for the liquidator 

Horst Inox, Steer, & Yin Puate Co. a Liarrkp.— -By an order made by North, J., dated 
Aug 7, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued 
Field & Co., Lincoln’s inn fields ; agents for Smith & Co, Birmingham, solors for petnrs 

New Zeau AND AgricutturaL Co., Linrrep.—By an order made J 7, it was ordered 
that the company be wound up Nokes & Stammers, Basinghall st, solors for the 


Suaw Haut Corron Spixnine Co, na ag —Petition for winding up davuns Aug 16, 
directed to be heard before Lawrance, J , on Wednesday, Aug 27 ‘ton & Wilson, 
Manchester, solors for petnr 

Tue Sovruvort anp West Lancaster Bayxixe Co, Linrrep—Credit 
on or before Oct 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ‘lakes 
or claims to Herbert. Kidson, 6, St. James’ sqr, Manchester Welsby & Smallshaw, 
Southport, solors for liquidator 

Tue Vowra Exvecrrican Co, Lanrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept At 4 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, 

Thomas Browett, Sandon Engine Works, Salford, Manchester 

U aivenees Avromatic Macuixes Co, Lanrxp—The Vacation Judge has fixed ,'Thurs- 

lay, 28, at 12, at the chambers of Stirling, J,, Royal Courts, for the appointment of 
an hotel tig liqui idator 





County PaLatine or Lancasarr, 
Limirep 1s Cuanernry, 

Coane & Co, Linrren— By an order made by the Deputy of the Chancellor, en A 
il, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of ‘the mpey A be. continued, and tha 
Alfred Griffith Wilde, 4a, Dooth st. Manchester, ‘Addhoshaw & 
Warburton, Manchenter, solors for the petitioning company 

Fast Cotour Co, Laarreo— The Vice-Chaneellor has, by an cater dated July 11, appointed 

Edward Walmaley Milne, 3, Marsden st, Manchester, the official liquidator 
— | Soaaneres ae 0” Lanrren ( vreditory pls ae a Lae ag , yh send 
reswes, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Douglas 
Exhelby, #4, North John xt, Liverpool _ 





Wanine to intexpiva Hover Ponctasnns & Leanne, Before purchasing or renting 
ane 


« house 7 the Sanitary armungements thoroughly examined by an expert 
Sanitary neering & Ventilation Oo. 65, opposite Town Hall,” Victorin-strvet, W 
minster (ie 1b, 187 ahh, Who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &o.—[ Anvr, 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Crain. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 15. 
Buckner, Ricuanp, Cleveland row, St we Esq. Sept 26. Buckner v Buckner, 
Chitty, J. Lake, New sq, Lincoln’s 
Davexrort, ABEL JENNINGS, “Granville on sq, "Clerkenwell rd, Wholesale Jeweller. Sept 30. 
Davenport v Raphael, Kay, J. 
Der.ever, Joun, Shettield, Gent. Oct 1. Sheffield Co. v Horsfield, Stirling, J. 
Smith, Sheffield 
Jowert, Jous, Morton, Rolleston, Nottingham, Farmer. Oct 1. Chadburn v McCall, 
Kay, J. Freeth & Co, Ni 
Watuis, Groner, Ph Kent, Chemist. Oct 1. Wallis v Wallis, Chitty, J. 
Hughes, Green’s end, Woolwich ’ 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 
Last Day or CLAm. 
London Gazette. eras ts Ae 12. . 
ALEXANver, Wittiam Hesry, Dunedin, New Zealand. Sept 15. Rose & Johnson, Gt 
estminster 


George st, 

Axversox, Davin, Darlaston, Staffs. Oct 11. Corbett, Darlaston 

Assw — _ IN  spsamg Cheshunt, Herts, Esq. Sept 20. Wild & Wild, Ironmonger 
ane, Chea: 


Bowmax, Roser, Longuight, Manchester. Sept 11. Slater & Co, Manchester 
Browne, Catuerine Exspa, Penge, Surrey. Sept 20. Miller & Co, Savile row 
CnessuirE, Anne, Edgbaston, Birmingham. Sept 10. Smith & Co, Birmingham 


_— See Bostock Green, Chester, Blacksmith. Sept 15. A. & J. E. Fletcher 

Northwi 

E:rz, Tuomas, Nottingham, Butcher. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Exuis, Witi1AM, Nottingham, Dultee. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Jaxx, Most Hon Dowager ao Ely, Wilton pl, Knightsbridge. Sept 12. 
Lethbridge & Prior, Abingdon st, 

——— k, Marta, South Ealing rd. Bove 13. Satchell & Chapple, Queen st, Cheap- 
si 


Fiear, Exvizanetn Wiciey, Nottingham. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Fiercner, Tuomas Keppry, Union Dock, Limehouse, Esq. Sept 29. Howard, Finsbury 
cireus 

Forks, Isaiau, Darlaston, Staffs. Oct 11. Corbett, Darlaston 


GLEADALL, Wituiam, M.A., Fellow of St Catherine's College, we > ee 
Preacher of the Foundling Hospital, Gayton rd, Hampstead. 
East Retford 
Greexrie_p, WiLL1AmM, Nottingham, Gent. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 
Grocorr, Heyry, Shelton, China Painter. Aug 31. Hand & Co, Hanley and Stafford 


Hearn, Joun Carces, Westbourne crescent, Barrister at law. Sept 16. Crowdy & Tarry, 
Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 
Hore, Grorcs, Stoke row, Oxon, Kiln Master. Oct1. Rogers, Reading 


Howe t, Exizasernu, Aberavon, Glam. Sept 22. Tennant & Jones, Aberayon 
Bowe, Wiiw1aM, Small Heath, Aston juxta Birmingham, late Builder. Sept 10. Smith 
Bi 


‘o, 


ainesten. Jaxer, Elgin cresent, Notting hill. Septs. Upton & Co, Austinfriars 

Joxes, Lucretia Evcey, Elms, nr Warrington. Sept 30. Slater & Co, Manchester 

Lavycaster, Jony, Barnes, Surrey, Gent. Sept 19. Whites & Co, Budge row, Cannon st 

Lows, Rosert Horyauck.s, Claypole, Lines, Gent. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Martens, Drrier, Jarrow, Durham, Draftsman. Aug 30. Osborne, South Shields 

Marrtrx, Ewiry, Broad Marsh, Notts. Sept 13. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

Normayros, Groner, Halifax, Wool Dealer. Sept 30. Rhedes, Halifax 

Parx, Carnerrse, College st, Islington. Sept 10. Robinson & Co, New im 

Pirkrs, Grorce Js ativs, Richmond, Surrey, retired Commissary Genteral, Ordnance 
o of H.M.’s Service.’ Sept 10. Tathams & Pym, Frederick's pl, Old 

ewry 

Pyarr, Grorcr Horxrysoy, Nottingham, Veterinary Surgeon. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, 
Notti 

Jexxiys, Evrmareru, Lunatic Asylum, Darenth, Kent. Sept 30. Payne, Milverton, 


Rocerrsox, Evizasern, Bicester, Oxon. Oct 20. Robinson, Oxford 

Scorr, Euszanern, Henley on Thames. Sept 4. Mercer, Henley on Thames 

Scrvurey, Beg ® nAnp, Mid@letan Wold, ar Pocklington, Yorks, Parmer. Sept 1. 
T.&A 


. Hull 
Srarerayt, Eowiy Con LINS, Stafford, Banker. Sept 30. Hand & Co, Stafford 


Suaneere ant, Groner, the elder, Yardley, Wores, Grocer. Aug 30. Docker, Birmning- 


m 
Srexcer, Hexrvy Jonx, Nottingham, Gent. Sept 30. Martin & Sons, Nottingham 


Srooner, Guanes Bastex, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Esq. Sept 20. Bloxam & (Co, Bir 
mingham 
Tuorys, Ropert, Norwich, Gent. Sept 12. Goodchild, Norwich 


WArkixs, a Jaye, Milton Abbot, Devon. Aug 26. White & Oo, Launceston, 
Cornw 

Warsox, Jamns, Alexandra nd, Finsbury pk. Sept S. Watts, Queen Victoria st 

Wrir, Jou, Greenwich, Sept 12. Boote & Rdgar, Manchester 

Wise, Jaye, Sheffield, Sept 30. Wake & Son, Sheffield 


London Gazette. —FPravay, Aug. 1. 
Arurrros, Winctaw Poreroox, Ramsbury, Wilts, Gent. Sept 12. Phelps, Ramsbery 
Bexxerr, Tomas, Budock, Cornwall, Gent. Sept 22. Jenkins, Palmeowth 


Bescugesver, Cnsmase Booru, Tite st, Chelsea, Major General. Sept ®. Sawbritige & 


CLARER, yo Stockport, Machine Broker, Oct 9 Qoppock, Stockport 
Davies, Jowy, Shifnal, Salop, Maltster, Sept 14. Dointen, Birmingham 
EBouan, Roarer, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Gent. Sept 2. Boote & Bagar, Manchester 


Bow arvs, Eiuxavor, Blenheim gins, Willestion, Sept 12. Miller & Oo, Salter’s Hall et, 
Cannon st 
S.118, Winwtan, Upper Bognor, South Bersted, Sissex, Gent, Got 1, Staffrth, Bagner 


Puutege, Bee Any, Hulme, Manchester, Bricklayer, Get 11, Digghes & Odgen, Man 
Grav, Groken, Seymour st, Huston sqy, Liconsed Victualler, Oot. i, Starligr & Gib. 


Gray's inn sqr 
ee terce, Brighten. Ang 2. J. L. Haymes, & Shaftecbery 4, 
on 
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Haworrn, Wii11am, Fulwood, nr Preston, Gent. 
Hows, Daniet, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Gent. 


Jenkins, Tuomas, Dowlais, Glam, retired Insurance Agent. 
Sept. 8. Mason & Thompson, 


Sept 20. Jones & Co, Carnarvon 
Ksieut, Joserun Harnisson, Leeds, Jeweller. Sept 27. Ford & Warren, Leeds 


Jouxstox, Jonx, Whitehaven, retired Flour Dealer. 
Whitehaven 
Joxes, Wittiam, Carnarvon, Baker. 


Lanp, Jony, Leeds, Gent. Oct 1. North & Sons, Leeds 


LANGABEER, Ry hang al ae = pout, Buckhurst hill, 
Edell & Co, Kin 


Lawton, Fading St. ficlew'n'c ’s, , on Traveller. Sept 6. Massey, St. Helen’s 
Sept 30. Todd, Manchester 
Masnsy, Sornta Exizasetu, Quex Lodge, West Hampstead. 


Mason, Manta, Fulshaw, Wilmslow, Chester. 


Victoria 
MaywsinG, Mary, Windsor rd, Ealing. Oct 1. 
Moopy, Arsert, Carlton st, Kentish Town, Wheelright. 
Langham st, Portland pl 


esas Gronce WE.uineTon, Kati Kati, Auckland, New Zealand, Farmer. 


& Holman, Gt Winchester st 


Mu anaes E, Joseru Avisox, Manchester, Coach Proprietor. 
Necroroyte, Stavnos James, Addison grdns, North Kensington, Esq. Oct 23. William- Hamar, James, Clun, Salop, Gent. 
la Heys, Say EL, Ashton under Lyne, Mill Furnisher. 


, Sherborne lane 


son 

Nemsox, Grorce Hume, Seacombe, Chester, Bookkeeper. 
Liverpool 

Opeers, Nicnotas, Laniley, St Clement, Cornwall, Gent. 


Sept 13. Ryley, Bolton 


Priestiey, Witi1am, Gt Lever, nr Bolton, Drysalter. 

Rew, Tuomas Rosertson, St Helen’s, Newagent. Sept 6. 

Senrance, Mary, Skynner st, Nottingham. Sept 1. 

Sirk, Atrrep Josern, Ashwick, Somerset, Accountant. 
Mallett 


Simpson, Axx, Bath. Sept 29. Shuttleworth & Cummins, Preston 
Simpson, Samvet, Chester, Clerk in Holy Orders. Sept 29. 


Sept 29. 
Sept 30. Davies, Aberystwith 


Starling & Giblett, Gray’s inn sq 


Whitworth, Nottingham 


Shuttleworth & Cummins, 


Sept 12. Jones, Merthyr 


Essex, Bootmaker. Sept 30. 


borne and Blandf 


Sept 20. Lee & Co, Queen 





Sept 18. Murray & Son, Victoria Em 
Sept 15. | 


Sept 11. 


Sept 30. Wright & Co, 
Marrack & Co, 


under Lyne 
Sept 22. 


Southampton 
Massey, St Helen’s 


Sept 29. Nalder, Shepton 


Shuttleworth & Cummins, 


| Fow ier, Eten, Axminster, Devon. Aug 31. 
| Fowrer, Wix11aM, Liverpool, Esq. 
Todd, Manchester Gate, W1111Am, Froxfield, Hants, Grocer. 


KinxeAp, Epwarp, Freemantle, Milbrook, Southampton, Esq. Oct 1. 


Kirkvp, Sonast” Janet, Wavertree, Lancs. Nov 1. 
Lanstey, Louisa, Clifton, Bristol. 
LumspEN, Joun Lennox, Liscard, Chester. 
Miiyz, Oswatv, Leamington, Esq. Sept 13. Milne, Manchester 
Mirvars, Henry, Newcastle upon Tyne, Esq. Oct 1. 


Tyne 
Mostey, Sir Toxmay, Rolleston Hall, Staffs, Bart. Oct 2. Small, Burton on Trent 


Burrerworts, Any, Rishton, Lancs. Sept 30. Sharples, Accrington 

CHAMBERLIN, CaRLos, Manchester, Merchant. Nov 15. Withington & Co, Manchester 

Criaytoy, Mary Any, Bank Top, Blackburn. Sept 12. Whalley, Blackburn 

CosTeLLo, Maurice, Sedgley, Staffs, Serjeant of ‘Police, 
hampton 

Coox, Exizanetu, Kingham, Oxon. 

Coompes, WILLIAM, .  satmaphe chwood, Oxon, Carpenter. 
Mace, » Cigaetnn Siete Norto: 

Coomas, Jamzs, Henstridge, , ES Gent. Sept 19. 8. W. Chandler, Sherborne 

CorywELt, Joseru, Hastings. Sept 30. Young & Son, Hastings 

Davis, Witi1AM, Bledington, Glos, Grocer. 

Dissey, Josern SaepuerD, Buckland Newton, Dorset, Farmer. 


Sept 1. Thorneycroft, Wolver- 


Sept 29. Kilby & Mace, Chipping Norton 


Sept 29. Kilby & 


Sept 29. Kilby & Mace, Chipping Norton 
Sept 20. Dibben, Wim- 


ord 
Doventy, Dick, Worcester, Gent. Sept 18. Gabriel, Portugal st bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 
Eyre, Isaac, Stannington, Yorks. Sept 12. Younge & Co, Sheffield 
| Furspt, Junius Eumanvet, Upper Tulse hill, Esq. Sept 30. Norris, Surrey House, 
bankment 


Forward, Axminster 

Sept 30. Addleshaw & Warburton, Manchester 

Sept 20. Albery & Lucas, Midhurst, Sussex 
Buchanan, Clun 

Sept 29. Booth & Andrew, Ashton 


Sept 27. 


Coxwell & Pope, 
H. C. & A. 8. Reynolds, Liverpool 
Sept 16. Lawrence, Bristol 

Sept 18. Avison & Co, Liverpool 


Joel & Parsons, Newcastle upon 


on PEnNRICE, i Darlaston, Staffs, Retail Brewer. Sept 1. Thorneycroft, Wolver- 
Sairn, Wittiam, Bolton, Gent. Sept 13. Ryley, Bolton hamp . : P 
Tamer, Emma, Villeneuve, ee ey de Vaud, Switzerland. Sept 15. Holmes & Sons, Pairs, amis, Tredegar, Mon, Licensed Victuslier. Seyt 99. “Spencer, Tredegar 
* oan en's ae adie . eats nate ScoveLt, GeorGe, Grosvenor pl, Esq. Oct 18. Lambert, Bedford row 
ILBURY ILLIAM, Chi » ; 9. Smith & Son, ‘ i 
ws Tene, Mavens, Sept. Seeil . igh cdaad Simpsox, Epwix, Buxton, Master of the Manchester Royal Exchange. Oct 7. Needham 
Turxer, Rosert, Hopwood, Heywood, Lancs, Contractor. Sept 20. Stott & Co, Hey- & Co, Manchester 


wi 
Ware, Ropert, Chardstock, Dorset, Yeoman. 
Somerset 


Wiis, Carouise Exvizavern, Rusthall, Tunbridge Wells. 
Tunbri 


ridge Wells 
Witus, Haywnau, Barking Side, Essex. 


Witsox, Maniiisa, Brook ter, Ipswich. Sept 29. Cobbold 
Woustesxnoimr, Toomas, Heywood, Lanes, Gent. Sept 27. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 


Bassett, James, Old Kent rd, Victualler. 


Box, Caries, Grosvenor Park, Camberwell, 
William st 


Brackensury, Cuaries Bootn, Tite st, Chelsea, Major General. Sept 20. Sawbridge & 
i ’ ’ 2 | Pp ‘4 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Akerman, Epwarp, Brooksby st, Live 
Licensed Victuall 


er’s Manager Hig 

12 Ord Aug 12 

ANDERSON, ye Seen, Solicitor Greenwich Pet 
uly 22 Ord Aug 8 

Baker, Aurrep Rovaueyn Astsvry, Piccadilly circus, 
Zee. Saran High Court Pet July 22 Ord 

ug 

Buivck, Arrnur Epexr, Narcissus rd, West > 
late Tailor High Court Pet Aug i2 Ord Aug 

Gent High “bey Pet 


Norwich Pet Aug 11 


1 rd, Islington, 
Court Pet Aug 


Briytn, Cariton E., Berkeley st, 
July 10 Pet Aug 12 

Buepex, Epwarp, Norwich, Grocer 
Ord Aug 1 


Burtrerrieip, Grorcr Wasiuixcrox, Queen’s rd, Peckham | 
Promoter of _— Companies High Court Pet July 
25 ~% 

Caarren, C. D. Bicker, late Frithville grdns,.Shepherd’s 
Bush’ High Court Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 

Corz, Evevixe, and Grorce Swmru, late of Bristol, 
Furniture Brokers Bristol Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 11 

Cost, Harry ALexaxven, Highbury quadrant, Highbury | 
New , of no known occupation High Court Pet | 
July 24 Ord Aug 12 


Crawrorv, Artuur, Fore st os org Merchant High | 
Court July 17 Ord Aug 
—- Mie oy Wowenstle os on Tyne, Auctioneer New- | 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 


gud ier Aen ee oes Mnutley, Plymouth, Master Mariner 
‘. bat on amd Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
‘ox, GroncEe ye ymouth Master Mariner East | 

Stonehouse Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Grove, Cuanves, Bell End, nr Belbroughton, Cattle Dealer 
Worcester Pet et Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 

Gestos, Lye Hexry, Luton, Beds, Licensed Victualler 
Luton et Aug 12 ‘Ord Aug 12 

Haxnisoy, Wire. Watro.r, Boston, Grocer 
Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Heap, Wituiam Uswix, Sheffield, Cooper Sheffield Pet | 
Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Heynry, Tuomas, Gatesheat 1, Provision Dealer Newcastle 
on Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Hip, B, Chatham, — Merchant Rochester Pet 
July 25 Ord A 

Howes, Cuanres, Ji 
Court 


Boston 


it, Hoxton, Upholsterer High 


Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 





Sept 13. 


Sept 12. Lodge, New ct, Carey st 


Journalist. 


Clarke & Lukin, Chard, 
Andrew & Cheale, 


Sept 29. 
Oct 11. 





‘arrar, robe p! 
& Co, Ipswich 


Woodcock & Co, Bury 


Sept 20. Brown, King 


| liberal and cheap 
| Ludgate-hill, E.C. 








T’ansox, Frepericx Ioxx, Stockton on Tees, Printer Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 


| Jacxsoy, Henry, Leeds, Commission Agent Leeds Pet 


Aug il Ord Aug 11 


Sraste, Roserr Scort, Woodford, 
Mall East 
wi, W bese Friday st, Cheapside, Ribbon Manufacturer. 


Srovut, Exizasetu, Tunstead Bottoms, Stacksteads, Lancs. Sept 16. 
| son, Newchurch, nr Manchester 
Troy, Harriorr, New Steine, Brighton. Sept 22. 


19. | Turner, Tuomas, Areley Kings, Worcs, Dyer. 
Arcuer, Sanau Lypra, Stoke Damerel, Devon. Sept 30. Smith & Co, Truro | 
Sept 29. Milner, Borough High st, South- | 
| 
| 


Jupee, Jouy, Leeds, Secretary to the Leeds Branch_of the | 
National Union of Operative Boot Riveters Leeds Pet | 


Aug ii Ord Aug 11 


| neey AT oS ae 


Kuexck, Joux Marruew, Bishopsgate st W ae, Auc- | 


tioneer High Court Pet July8 Ord Aug 


Lane, Georce Snartanp, Bournemouth, Con * Merchant | 


Poole Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
Lee, Rurvus, Northowram, Yorks, Coaldealer 
Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
| Loxawortn, JOSEPH, eee, Lanes, Plumber Bol- 
ton Pet July 24 Ord Aug 11 
Masuiey, Gerorce, Hemsworth, Fert, 
| Wakefield Pet Augil Ord Aug 
Povuttryey, Wiii1am, Atherstone, On arwickshire, Farm 
Bailiff Birmingham Pet as Ord Aug 12 
| Quart, Epwarp, Brighton, Umbrella Maker Brighton 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
| Raz, Cuartes Marsuam, Boulevard des Italiens, Paris 
High Court Pet July 18 Ord Aug 13 
| Scrowcrort, Mary Bratric E, a init Victualler 
Bolton ‘Ord Augil Ord Aug 1 
| ae Jos, Howdon, Yorks, Licetwed Victualler Kingston 
pon Hull Pet ‘Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 
| surrtt, 8 Saran, Millham Farm, nr Ny scones Glos, 
Baker Worcester Pet Aug12 Ord A 
Sra.tey, Ropert, Swadlincote, Derbyshire, 8) 
turer Burton on Trent Pet July 30 Ord Aug 11 
| Swary, Cuar.es, Birmingham, ay Grocer 
ham Pet Augi2 Ord Aw 
Waker, Sreap, Morley, te renee Mason 
Dewsbury Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
| Warxtiys, Henry, late of Bristol, late Licensed Victualler 
Bristol Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 12 
Worre, James Cuarves, Fleet y 7 ae Contractor 
High Court Pet Aug 11 Ord Ord Aug 1 


Halifax 


Schoolmaster 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
| Barn, Janus, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Baker Aug 22 at 3 
Off Ree, Salish’ 


bury 

icaeae Tuomas, Smethwick, Staffs, Accountant’s Clerk 
Aug 25 at 10.30 County Court, West Bromwich 

Canurox, Steruex Oxive, Wedmore grdns, Uppe 
Holloway, Commercial Traveller Aug 22 at 12 3, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Carye wey, Jarvis, Bi gham, Electro Plater Aug 26 
at 2 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 





irming- | 








| Epw ARDS, JAMES, Kingston upon 


| Purciurs, James, Kin 


Sopen-Smitu, Ropert Heyry, Art Library, South Kensington Museum, M.A., F.S.A. 
Bircham & Co, Parliament st 


Essex, Esq. Oct 31. Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pall 


Sept 18. Farrar & 


, Doctor’s commons . 

Knowles & Thomp- 
Robinson & Co, Charterhouse sq 

Sept 30. Prior, Stourport 


If the house in which you live is going to be sold over your head, why not purchase it! 
Don’t cripple your business by 
| borrow the money with the chance of having it called in at an inconvenient time. 

vance from the TemPpeRANcE PERMANENT Buitpixne Society, 4, 
Full particulars free by post.—[Apvr. } 


the purchase-money out of it, and certainly do not 
Get a 


CLARKE, James, Harpurhey, late Agent Aug 25 at3 Off 
Ree, Ogden’s chmbrs, ridge st, Manchester 

Cumsincs, Wiit1am, Newcastle on "Tyne, Auctioneer Aug 
25at11 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Down1nG, Freverick Biyru, Southtown, Suffolk, Smack- 
owner Aug 23at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

ony, Blackley, Lancs, Plumber Aug 25 at 

3.30 Off Rec , Ogden’ sc mbrs, Bridge st, Manc hester 

Hull, Smackowner Aug 
22 at 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 

Ecerton, Frank, Kennington rd, Vocal Comedian 
at1l 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Exuis, Rovexr, Gt ransham, ereee, Miller 
Off 8, King st, Norwich 

Git, Epwiy, Birminghai m, Milkseller 
Colmore row, Birmingham 


Aug 22 
Aug 23 at 11 
Aug 26at 11 25, 


Hewsry, Tuomas, Gateshead, Provision Dealer Aug 26 at 
2.30 Off Bos, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
are, on B., Chatham, Provision Merchant Sept 4 at 11.30 


ff Rec, ‘High st, Rochester 

mice . % NATHANIEL Wim, Brighton, Painter Aug 25 
at12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

tanend, Avsert Freperic, King’s Lynn, Outfitter Aug 
23at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, orwich 

Man ey, Georcz, Hemsworth, York, Schoolmaster Aug 
22at11 Off Rec, Bond terrace, Wakefield 

Morisoyx, ARcHiBALD, Liv l, General Commission Mer- 
chant Aug 29 at2 0} Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

upon Hull, house Keeper 
Aug 22 at11 Off , Trinity House lane, Hull 

Scowcrort, Mary BEATRice, Bolton, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 22 at 11 16, Wood st. st, Bolton 

TruBsnaw, CHARLES, The Parade, Hanwell, Chemist Aug 
22at3 Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 

lished in the London Gazette of July 25 

Nurtixe, Wit114m, Lavender hill, Battersea, Corn Mer- 

chant Aug7 at 10.30 24, way approach, London 


Bridge : 
ADJUDICATIONS, 
Ba INBRIDG = James, North Ormesby, Inhkéeper Stockton on 


Tees and Middlesborough Pet July 12 POrd Aug 11 
Biuck, Artnur. Epoar, Narcissus rd, West Ham 
Tailor Court Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 


Buepenx, Epwarp, Norwich, Grocer 


Aug 11 
Burros, Cuar.es, Elthruda rd, Lewisham, Builder Green- 
wich Pet May7 Ord Aug 1 
Canyon, Cuartes, Davies st, Berkeley sqr, Dyer, &c, 
High Court Pet June 14 Ord Aug 12 


orwich Pet Aug 11 
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Cormack, Grorce, Newcastle on Tyne, Chemist Neweastle 
on Tyne Pet July 31 Ord Aug 9 
Dor, Epw peg tenes Barty, Oxford, Printer Oxford’ Pet July 
21 ug 9 
Grove, Cuarzes, Bell End, nr Belbroughton, oy tae Cattle 
Dealer Worcester Pe’ et Aug 11 Ord A 


Guytoy, Tuomas Henry, Luton, By Peed Victualler ' 


Luton Pet Au ee ‘Ord Aug 
Hanns, F J, Strand High Court ‘pet July 1 Ord Aug 12 


Harrison, Witt1am Wa pote, Boston, Grocer Boston Pet 
Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

HAyNes, aes dons, s, Freee, , Ship Broker East Stone- 
house rd Aug 1 

Heap, Sane aves, Shetfisid. Cooper Sheffield Pet 
Aug13 Ord ng * 

Howes, Cuartes, John st, as Upholsterer High 
Court Pet Augi3 Ord "Aug 13 

Tansox, Freperick Tony, Stockton on _ Printer 
Stockton on Tees Pet Aug1i Ord Aug 11 

Jackson, Henry, a Commission Agent Leeds Pet 
Aug il Ord Aug 11 

Joxes, Witi1am Evans, Lianaber, Merionethshire. 
formerly Draper Aberystwith Pet June 26 Ord 

ll 


June, Joun, Leeds, Secretary to the Leeds Branch of the 
National Union of Operative Boot Riveters Leeds 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 

Maniey, Gerorce, Hemsworth, Yorks, 
Wakefield Pet Augil Ord Aug ll 

Mirscuke, Haroip, West Lope ary Watchmaker Sun- 
derland Pet July 24 Ord Aug 6 

Newsom, Eowarp Bowpey, Mincing . Tea Merchant 
High Court Pet June 3° Ord at 

Noan, Ropert Puitirs, Camden Gent High Court 

. Pet May20 Ord Aug fl 

Paut, CuHaries, Warrington, Jeweller Warrington Pet 
July 14 Ord Aug 13 

Poutter, Georar James, Denmark hill, Camberwell, Pub- 
lican High Court Pet or 14 Ord Aug 11 

Poweit, E. Grant, King William st, Company Promoter 
High Court Pet May 20 Ord Aug 11 

Prynne, AmBrosk Brernarp, Moseley, bem Dts gauat 
Clerk Birmingham Pet Augs Ord Ai 

Quait, Epwarp, Wome Umbrella ee Brighton 
Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 1 

Scowcrorrt, Mary Brariice, Bolton, Licensed Victualler 
Bolton Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Suirn, Jos, Howden, Yorks, Licensed Victualler Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 11 

Switn, Saran, Millhampost Farm, nr ym a Glos, 
Baker Worcester Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Swain, —— ~ Birmingham, formerly Grocer Birming- 
ham —_ = Ord Aug 12 

WILson, _ ICHAEL, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder 

Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 14 Ord Aug 11 

Worre, James Cuarwes, Fleet st, Refreshment Contractor 

High Court Pet Augii Ord Aug 11 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 19. 


Schoolmaster 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


A.priper, Epwarp, Lisson grove, Zine Worker High 
Court Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 1 

Banks, James, Bradford, Plasterer *pradford Pet Aug 16 
Ord Aug 16 


Barrett, rg + mag Greengrocer Bradford 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 1 

Bisnor, WittiaAM France 18, ‘The , Chiswick, Draper 
Brentford Pet June 24 Ord Au 

Boye, Joun, Stourport, na mn. Tailor Kidder- 
minster Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 

CL ARKSON, James, and pete | Cc : ans. Idle, Yorks, 

Merchants Bradford Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 

CLowes, Joserpu  Harrtiey, Leek, Staffs, Stationer 
Macclesfield Pet Aug 138 Ord Aug 13 

Coomper, Grorae James, Fulham rd, south Kensingto 
) are re Salesman High Court Pet Aug 15 is Ord 


Dopp, Emma, Jane, ew! “57 we Innkeeper Shrews- 
bury Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 1 

Earuerty, WILiiAM, pe non Bd Ironmonger Peter- 
boroug’ th Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Foster, tae Fockerby, nr Goole, Yorks, Farmer Wake- 
field Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Garrett, WILL See’ Works, — emnetgy | ge owe 
Manager at Dorset Works, Salisbury s« igh Court 

canst Fe Bate Leptin Tver 

REAVES, FRANK ms verpool, ner vi 
Pet July 30 Ord A 

Green, Grorar, West End lane, Kilburn, late Cab 
yet Manager High Court Pet Aug 14 Ord 

ug 

Hameuine, Rosert Wittiam Wooprorrr, Dunstable, 
Beds, Insurance Agent Luton Pet Aug 6 Ord 
Aug 16 

bees oe — Youne, and Cuarves Tavior Crara, 

Commission Merchants Court Pet 
<TH Ord Aug 14 
—_ OHN, ren, Baker Southampton Pet Aug 
Aug 15 


ecten "orer PHEN, Tangley, Kent, Farmer Maidstone 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

veges, Hupson Josern, Sheffield, Boot Dealer 
Sheffield sete ds Ord Aug 15 

Janes, MontTaaue ANvEL, Blaenavon, Mon, Clothier 


16 Ord Aug 16 
a, hy Pisa, Gea, Auctioneer Great Grimsby 
Kev Some Blindbothel” Cumbrid, Farmer Decne: 
and Worl Pet Aug 16 ‘Ord Aug 
Kircnener, James, Muriel st, ‘dientoms Builder High 
Court Pet July 4 Ord Aug 16 
KunstMann, Josep NaTtuan, Great Gunehy, Tailor Great 
iby Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 1 5 
“et Joun, Burton on Trent, fren Farrier 
rton on Trent aiingt 16 Ord Aug 16 
Many, Freperick, » Butcher Warwick Pet 
July 10 Ord A 


McCrory, sense, rpool, Sipenesd Victualler Liver- 
pool Pet Aug 16 “Ord J Aug 16 





Mortmer, iene Perer, Salford, Baker Salford Pet 


6 15 
Nort, (aie, Guaheliee, Lines, Farmer Gt Grimsby Pet 
Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
Cong. i Per eet Brentfosd, Furniture Dealer 
13 elanet Aug 13 


eam x Taly lyn, anion, Shepherd 
A with Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
ILLIAM Isa ac, + ame Bristol, Draper Bristol 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Scnores, Joux, and Carpenter Scuoues, Kid 
Aug 14 Ord ring 14 
SHakett, Wittiam E, Cambridge rd, Kilburn, 
High Court Pet July 30 Ord Aug 14 
Wenman, Francis Heatucote, Anerley, yeep General 
Contractor Croydon Pet July 15 nd Aug 12 


The icllowing smendet notice is substituted a that pub- 
in the —_ > Gazette, July 22. 
Coorrr, Joun Hatcompr, Gosport, 
Portsmouth Pet July 18 Ord July 18 


The followin 


sai = 


amended notice is substituted o that pub- 

in the London Gazette, Aug 

Hart, Henry James, Bi ham, iicensed Victualler 
Birmingham Pet Aug 6 Aug 


RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED. 


Bres.ey, Josern, and Witi1am Bersiey, Prescot, Lanca- 
. . Painters Liverpool Ree Ord April 21 Rese 
ug 14 
Dean, Ernest, and Percy Lioyp Dray, --¥r Ferry, 
Cheshire, Tailors Liverpool Ree Ord April 14 Rese 
ug 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Asranams, Lazarus, Great Prescott st, Wholesale Furrier 
Aug 26 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 


inn fields 

Baryes, G. P. and R., Streatham, carer, Builders Aug 28 

a way ap Gi ae’ Ee Oo 

ARRETT, ABRAHAM, cen ug a 

8) 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Benson, Josrrn wh gee L, Morley, Yorks, Grocer Aug 26 at 3 

Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Birp, ASHLEY, Penarth, Glam, Surgeon Aug 29 at 3 Off 

, Queen st, Cardiff 

Bu GDEN, Epw ARD, Norwich, Grocer Aug 29at3 Off Ree, 
8, King st, Norwich 

CartLepG@e, Frep, Intake, nr Sheffield, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 27 at 2.30 Off Rec lane, Sheffield 

CLow = Joseen Hartey, Staffs, 'Stationer Aug 27 

Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

Cour, fiery and Grorce Situ, late of Bristol, Furni- 

ture Brokers Aug 27 at 12 Off Ree, Bank chmb brs, 


=> Euma Jane, Nesscliff, Salop, Innkeeper Aug 26 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Talbot chmbrs, Bhre wsbury 

Ducknovse, Tuomas, Cardiff, Butcher Aug 28 at 2.30 Off 

, 29, Queen Cardiff 

Fox, Artuur Ho. x, Mutley, Pl 
Aug 26 at 11 10, Athensoum ee ; 

Fox, Grorar Croxer, Plymouth, Master tr Aug 26 
at 11.30 10, Athenzeum terce, Plymouth 

Hevp, Jouy, , Bouthempton, Baker Aug 29at11 Off Ree, 
4, Sou 

Hooker, Sr Weck ot, Maida Kent, Farmer Aug 28 at 3 


JAMES, Witias Cory, Mark lane, Seed Salesman” Aug 27 
at1l Bankruptcy bids, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Juiivs, Asranam, Leman st bonny #9 Boot Manu- 
age Aug 27 at 12 Bankruptey dngs, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Laxe, —— hag 5 og Bournemouth, Corn Merchant 
Aug Off Rec, Salisbury 


am, ‘tres IE deed Yorks, ¢ Coal Dealer Aug 27 at 
Townhall chbrs, Halifax 
Taxawonty JosErH, — » Lancs, Plumber Aug 
29at11 16, Wood st, Bol 
Mc Iss Anas Sey Poot Manufacturer = i 28 


's chbrs, Manchester 

Rost Au, Bee Open’ Bama Bafa Aug 27 at 

Ronee, Winn te an, Shel Bristol, Draper Aug 
27 at 1 


Off Rec, brs, 
Wa ker, Sreap, Morley, —_ Monumental Mason Aug 
26 at4 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Batl 


Warkins, Henry, late of Bristol, late Victualler 
Aug 27 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank “Rae Bristol 
Wueat ey, Jouy, Dealer in Bedsteads Aug 27 at 


Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Woorroy, ALLEN, Brackley, <_< ~ gamma Builder 
Sept 13 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxf 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALDRIDGE, pone, Lisson grove, Zine Worker High 
Court Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 
eames. Asean, Bradford, Greengrocer Bradford Pet 


14 
Bans, 9 H H, es Som, ley, Builders Dudley Pet July 7 


Aug 5 
Bovis, i Stourport, v9 Tailor Kidderminster 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Cuspsnane Frep, — 2 pty Licensed Victualler 
Sheffield Pet A Ora Aug 


Coxe, Ever, and ia. Gave, Tite of Bristol, Furni- 
ture Brokers Bristol Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 13 
ewcastle-on- , Auctioneer New- 


‘Tyne 14 
Davies, egg yn Shrewsbury gt E Shrewsbury 


ug 
Dopp, Gang’ Ont Augie Medlock, Manchester, 
Manchester Pet Aug 1 Ord Aug 16 
aes, Artuur Ho.r, Mutley, Plymouth, Master Mariner 
F G Cro: ~~ ith, Ord Aug 8 East 
‘ox, GEORGE KER, Plymou' 
Btonehouse Pet Aug il Ord Aug 16 

Green, Georae, West End-lane, Kilburn, ~ my aa 

Court Pet Aug 14 gor Aug 14 


Hart, Henry James, yp 
*"Dinningham Pet Aug 6 


Aug l¢ 


ure 
Cusounes, Witiiam, N 
castle-on- Pet Aug 11 





Victualler 





Hartuer.ey, bogey Peterb< 7 greed Peter- 





Aug 15 Ord 

Henry As, Dealer Newcastle 
on Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 16 

Heyp, Jony, Baker Southampton Pet Aug 
15 Ord Aug 15 

Hooker, Srernex, Langley, Kent, Farmer Maidstone 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Hurcuixsox, Hupson Josepu, —- Boot Dealer 

Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 


Jacoss, Joma Arundel sq, 
Court ‘uly 21 Ont. A 
Jacoss, Montracve Estayxu 


, Barnsbury, Farrier High 
eee, Mon, Clothier 


Aug 16 Ord A Aug 16 
Jessup, WILLIAM Great Grimsby 
me 15 Ord Aug 15 
Jorpax, Jouyx, Birmingham, asaes Jeweler 


Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 14 
Kerartey, Jon, late Park Haverstock Hill High 
Court Pet July2 Ord Aug 14 
Key, Jouy, Bli Farmer Cockermouth 
and Wi Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 
KunstMany, Sen ties iw ty > Tailor Great 


ug 15 ys tng 
ea <3" Tuomas, Gerrard st, S Publican High Court 
Mitts, = hl a a Phot Sane 1G A 
Manufacturer 13 Ord Sed Aug 14 
imsby 


y9 Ord Aug 14 
Cr. me fe et, Furniture Dealer 
pr oe Aug 15 


er | 





Roper, Witi1aM Isaac, , Bristol, Draper Bristol 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
as Davin, and Assanex Wootr — Crispin st 
High Court d 


italfields, Butch July 24 Or 
ies 


WIL.Loveuey, he Spann 8 Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
July 12 Ord Aug 15 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Mayy, Jouy, Co’ st, St Luke’s, Enamel Paper Manu- 
factarer High Court ‘Adjud May 9, 1900 Annul 
ug 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 
22.—Messrs. Bexnett & Goopman, at the Mart, E.C., 
Freehold Ground-Rents (see advertisement, 


Aug. 22 
at 1 o’clock, 
Aug. 16, p. 4). 





The Subscription to the SoLictToRs’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 28s.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
scribers can have their Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 
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ACHTING CRUISE to the LEVANT 


and CRIMEA. — ORIENT COMPANY will 
dispatch steamship “ tiem ” 3,847 tons register, 
8,000 » : London on 30th A for a 45 
days’ CR to the Mediterranean and visiting 
Tangier, Pirceus (for Athens), Constan- 
—— va, Yalta (for Livadia), Mudania 
(for )y Gi month of ber is 
borazo”’ is fitted with electric light, hot and cold baths, &e. 
Cuisine of te eee order. 





Bay tor Klarney a age Nags 

al Gheen 13, urch-avenue, 
EC na TDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO., 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.C. For terms and further particulars apply to 
the latter firm. 
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SPINK & SON, GOLDSMITHS ano 


2, GRACECHURCH STREET, 


Telegrams—SPINK, LONDON. 


CORNHILL, LONDON, 


Established 1772. Under the Patronage of H.M. the Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K.C.B. 


VALUATIONS. 
DIAMONDS, PEARLS, SILVER PLATE, & COINS 


ACCURATELY VALUED for PROBATE or otherwise, or PURCHASED for Cash if desired, 


APPOINTMENTS .MADE IN LONDON OR COUNTRY. 


SILVERSMITHS, 


E.C. 


Telephone 1327. 























LIMITED. 
Labor omnibus unus-—Georgicon, Lab. 





DIRECTORS : 


ALEXANDER Crossman, Esc ~ Messrs. Crossman & Prichard), 16, Theobald’s-road, W.C. 
Serer Game Esq. (Messrs. Pemberton & Garth), 5, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, 


, 88, Bedford- | 
2, Bedford-row, W.C. | 


The OBJECT OF THE SOCTETY is to enable Solicitors, by co-operation among them- | 
selves, to — the highest efficiency in all branches of their Law Stationery work, and to 


share in the profits arixing therefrom. | 
After aside a reserve and a 6 per cent. preferential cumulative dividend, the | 





Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
Hexey Epw ABD Gaipete, Esq. (Messrs. eee Janeways, Gribble, & Oddie court, Carey-street, W. 
, and 19, Parliament-street, S 


Jousx pow Rg Iuirrr, Eng. ‘Messrs. Liffe, Henley, & Sweet), inn-fields, W.C. 








yments), until the former have received 12 per 
e the whole residue. oi | 


Now ready, price 2s. 6d., postage 3d. 


accounts amount to £100 per annum (less 
cent. in all, after which such Customers 


|Georczk Epwarp Lake, Esq. 


Frank Row.ey Parker, Esq. 


THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, 


LV. 


(Messrs. Lake, Beaumont, & Lake), 10, New-square, 


(Messrs. Sharpe, Parkers, Pritchard, & Sharpe) , 12, New- 
, and 9, Bridge-street, Westminster, 8. W. 


RICHARD PENNinaTon, Esq, ( aad Cookson, Wainewright, & Pe nnington) , 64, Lincoln’s« 


In addition, LIBERAL DISCOUNTS are allowed, as shown in the Price List, and the 
Society supplies goods on account and without requiring payments before delivery. 


The Society does not give legal advice or transact any work which is required by law to 
tn Senter age between («) Shareholders and (+) Customers, being Solicitors whose pte done by a duly-qualified Solicitor, 


Price Lists forwarded post-free on application to any of the Society’s Branches, 
HANDBOOK on the FORMATION and REGISTRATION of JOINT-STOCK COMPANIES. By TYRRELL T. PAINE, Barvister-at-Law. 


51 axp 52, CAREY STREET, W.C., 12, NEW COURT, CAREY STREET, W.C., 49, BEDFORD ROW, W.C., axp 27 
SECRETARIAL AND GENERAL OFFICES, 51 anv 52, CAREY STREET, W.C. 


, CANNON STREET, E.C. 


W. H. 8. SHIRLEY, Secretary. 











NATIONAL REVERSIONARY INVESTMENT COMPANY 
(Instituted 1837). 
For the Purchase of Absolute or Contingent Reversions, Life Interests, and 
Policies of Assurance on Lives. 
Orrice—63, OLD- B ROAD STREET, LONDON, E.C. 



























‘ORS: 
Chairman—A. P. HEYWOOD LONSDALE, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—AUG. W. GADESDEN, Eaq. 
Brea, Eowarp F., Esc “. | Tew, Percy, Esq. 
Poxsoxey, The Hon. ©. C. W. Tnorres, W., 1. 
Scappixe, Watrer, Eaq. itpr, Erxest J., Esq. 
Solicitors —Messrs. ILIFFE, HENLEY, & SWE ET, Bedford-row. 





Forms for submitting Proposals for Sale may be obtained at the Offices of the Company. 


G. A. RENDALL, Secretary. 








‘UN FIRE OFFICE, London, E.C. Es- 
tablished 17160. The Oldest purely Fire Office in the 
World. | 
Home and Porcign Insurances. 
Law Covers Beascu, 


TION (Limited). 
Winchester-house, Old Broad-street, E,C, 
Subscribed Capital £715,000. 


4), Chaneery-lane, W.C. Mortgages, Debentures, and Bank Deposits insured. 
ra A. W. COUSINS, District Manager | Deposits received for Capital Redemption. 
sed fare per information. Proposal Forms, Prospectuses, T. ¥. STRACHAN, 
General Manager. 


HCENIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, LOMBARD- 2 e ; es 
aTeeet and 57, CHarixo-cross, om MIX. ESTABLISHED 1851. 


MO8tGace INSURANCE CORPORA- | 


Established 1792. 
Rates. Absolute Security. Electric-Lighting 
Rulex Liberal Lows Settlements. Prompt Pay- 
ment AC 
J wnt Ser rAaries— 


W. C. Macnoosaco and F. B. Macnosacn. 
LOSSES PAID OVER 


£17,000,000. 
| beeememnans FIRE INSURANCE COM- 
PANY. 
or 1s. 
1, Old Brond-street, £.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 6.W. 
wane on £1,200,000 ; Paid-up, £20000. 


exted Funds over LA LPO 00. 
E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager. 


H OW TO PURCHASE A HOUSE 


JIRKBECK BANK, Southampton-build- 

) ings,Chanceryane. THREE per CENT. INTEREST 
allowed on DEPOSITS, re re able on demand. TWO per 
CENT, on CURRENT AC e INTS, when not ged below 
£100. STOCKS, SHARES, and ANNU ITIES pu 
and sold, SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. For the Se wa 
ment of Thrift the Bank receives small sums on deposits 
and allows Interest at the rate of THREE PER CENT. per 
annum, on each completed £1. 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 


FOR | 
TWO GUINEAS PER MONTH, OR A PLOT OF | 


| LAND FOR FIVE SHILLINGS PER ‘MONTH. 


bey BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particulars, 
post free. 
FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 


Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 





| Vp BSses. JOHNSON & DYMOND oi 

to announce that their Sales by Auction of Plate, 
| Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, &ec., are held 
on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, and Fridays. 

The attention of y aallod eb Executors, Trustees, and 
f- is partic called to this ready means for the 

ba apesedee of Property of deceased and other clients, 

nsequence of the frequency of their sales Messrs, J. 
& D. are caabled to include large or small quantities at 
short notice (if required). 

Sales of Purpitess held at private houses, 

Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms on applica- 
tion to the City Auction Rooms (established 1793), 38 and 39, 
Gracechurch-street, E.C. 

Messrs, Johnson & Dymond beg to notify that their 
Auction Sales of Wearing Apped. Piece Goods, Household 


and Office Furniture, Can Bedding, &c., are held on 
each day of the week (Saturday excepted 





LONDC oN GAZETTE (published wy. authority) and 
LONDON and cot! VERTISEMENT 
g ni gi —No. 117, C RANCERY LANE, FLEET 


to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 

the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 

forty years, in the apocial inventions of all pro forma notices, 

| &e., and hereby icin their continued support.—N.B. 

Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 

| solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 

| Official stamps for advertisements and file of “ London 
| Gazette’ kept. By appointment. — 


EDE AND SON, 


rose §4=fCMAKERS, 


BY SPRCTAL APPOIRTMENT 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e, 


| 

| 

| 

| FJENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
| & - 


ROBES FOR QU RUN'S COUNSEL AND) BARRIATERS, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
| Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, and 
Clerks of the Peace. 


| Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1680 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Pe ee 


LE 





